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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA. EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part[—Sec. 1] 


ftftprqT grcr ftft gTgftf % prftqR ft anqra qq 3 hRr qidqftft 
ipq> RqraT qqr ?tt i qrfftggft ft arfcR sim. qfftnq fftqiq; 23.02.2000 
qft arf^-cHi ft qregq ft fftij qg ft ftfa qgsRq fftqq grer 

ftq^ ftq ft OTRifcR ftq^ er^ qq fftqftg 06.04.200a qft ftftpm ft 

qTeqq ft fftfqqTeqq? Mlciqftft ^5q> cFiraT iRU 8JT I 

3 . pfrq gRr ftftfftqq qft gm 9 ^( 5 ) qft sift ft 3?ftq qft 
2003 3 w fftfftgq Roq ft Wftfcf 3lftqq, f^fSET^f ^cg? 

eft s^fft gq; wft gaft qg srffti fft^qy qqr rt, ft weir qg fftftse 
RTfemn^f ft gg wq qgft ft fftR fft ggT gqrfift qg qigq gw qrtft 

Wft gftft 3T?RT fftg ft eTftft, gqg gqgq fftqteg 15 Hw, 2004 
Eft 3TfERpqT gRT fftftqq? grftfeq qfftqT ^gi qft | qg qiq 1 sftgr, 
2003 ft 31 gift, 2004 (wq 3Rftr) qft 3jqfft ft ft q^ ! gwfft grfcl Eft 
Wq 2001-02 ft 2003-04 Eft 3iqfft ft fftg qft qft I 

*q. qfftm 

4 . gg; wq ft fift? PinRnRad nfftw qg srpm fftw qw: 

i) qftq eft psjgg ft ftqfftr arfSrprqr ft q?qm ftq^ ftg ft qq>qrg stra 

' fftftctep/swqidcb 3Tsftr ftgrft qrqftqg ftqft fftrfftftg ftft grgftft 

qft fftqq 6(4) ft arpreq 3 3 ftgrer wqqgft grfftgr qg?ft ft ftpr p®nq 
aftftgjqqr qrf%cT sreqrgftt fftwnft qft I gwfft wq po ftrft ft gig grg^ 
ftg ft fftft ft fftftgq; ft imraeft ft ggggggg qftf fftij I 

ii) fftqq 6 ( 2 ) ft qrpigq ft gTgftft gftrftfftq; gRRg ftp qft ffteft 
qft wq ip; gift qft wqqift ft qft ftk srgftg fftqi qqi fft ft ftgfag 
ftftf ft fftqWr/WTTgqft qft fftftftcT 3Tqfft ft q?qi4ot1 qg -SETC ftwft qft 
^TcITg ft I cTT?ftf gftiqftft^ tRg q^qg ftp qf ffteft qft qft, 
qftftqnft gft q?qTqforft qft qfftft ft fftgqrl q^ ; 
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iii) Pv3tP pppp PfcTO to #PT?jeP> Pt£ (tM^) crsiT ##?ftau^5^ ^ 
f^ro <fR ppf «& ^tror cTan wet 3tpfSr *t ttp^ ^Rgaft p> spptp pp sfKr 
■iRr^r pp 3pj%ti fitRP top,- 


iv) PP^ P^stf P> TO f^R sTO 3TORpit cf dUPt'IPKllsfi pit ift JTTOTPcft 

cj§t pf^rpi anTOPP? w&rrf %g ^ropf p^ I ptostpt toj^ PTgafr p> 
ftRft ift ^midcb % ftarifat ro srtpt ?rttp> % topnc?) p> tor to^p 

p# ftp? I TOTft pT Rf c tf& P 3TORTpit TO SRI ?R|P> pgt ^ RTP *t TOP 
fcRP 3lk TOP Pi fcrfiRT Wit *t TOTOP TOR/feuiftiPi TOgP pit I 

tor toto top ^Rfcrro 

3TTeT ifS^IT TOP ^pilRtTOR 

%Rf faftts 

%pf pftPRPR Pppt 

top£pp ^topp pgti p> arfiRcT pit, ftra pflro pp> pjPRd ?t, prgftp 
ppprt to top pit to£ I 

V) fctfiTR ?R5P> TT^ft. SRT TOPpT PPTTO PP % ’lUpilP TOP Pl^pTcb TOT?R 
P> TOT *t TOTcTOT PRTPT PPT, ftlpt fR|p> TOlt P>t 3JPRtPRiaf TOcJP f%PT 
PPT; 

vi) P^cJ, TOJtP igRT TOP TOTOTO^t P>T PPt PTTOI pftTO PP> PRPTPP ftiPT PPT 
TO PITO-Pd: PcftfR oRsITPR ftpsicit (viftqv>tf|) pap SPcRcpf ^rt TOPpT 

toppp^I pt topr to f^w toptpp wro p topp *t pp^e cRgsit pit 
f=Rtro to flait wpp pit tort pit n$ prfo w top pp 3tPtPptop ftm 

TO PTP> 1% PPT TOR PTfyR ^T PTO PTTORtsft ?[5P> P^cJ PTOTP pit 
Srfcf Pft Pjfci ^ fcR TOfTO ?RT; 

vii) i^p> pwt pit pIRa* ctk to ^ fcR f^roro 17 -' I ^. 2005 pit 

TO^PTftpT ^PPl^ PP 3PPP5R ftiPT PPT, T3£JPT TO 

P^gstf i> 3P TO d<pVdTO')p<frdfo rf ^ to Wt^ toppTRpt ejto 

PTWR #TO, pf fEtroft ^ pf%1%f§r TOlf^TcT at I Pl^Pltf. <jppl4 ^ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part 1—Stc. 1] 


^rf^ra Raft ft rr 4 czr<ra artftfra faftrd rr ^ rrj?t RRft rr 

aiffts ftran tro i i^fR? R«ft ft mra fkfk<i rr^zt gft rtrt ^t gP r d 
RITft RRRft Rf t i 

viii) 'dRftcfd pRRTctcFr ft 3TpR, RTN-Rft'Rlfti ft fcTR RnffteT 3IT<RAP*> 

Raft 3 fR Mw ft 3 RsjR rr ^cirai fftriR? 24 3 trrt, 2005 ft Rft 
gRi wpi ^gwfti srt lira ?£§g> RtsiRRft Rft aik Rnfftoi R«aRft Rft 
fttRftR ^euftr ft Rifftj fftra rrt 1 ir ^pnftf rr RRpraft ft rara 
ftnjfOwl rr ft fi rara-Rfftmft ft fftfftra RsrRRft sri rarw <rjt 3ftR?ft 
ft rtst gra ^TK3fr rsr raft Rft ftm ?ira fftf&ara fftraR fftra rrt t ; 

ix) RrfftfRft % fftftra ?^ra RaiRRft srt iRcpr ftR>ft ft w ft ^rft 
ftfaftta raft Rft raftr Rft t, ftr wraRRft Wji fftRH Rft ft apran aft 
T^sra rrirr# gRi arftRftR RiRira Riffter ftRftR amiR rr rrcjr ftt Rft 
ft, raft ftRftra rrt rrt ft 1 ?ra arfkpra ft *** RRftRftRtraRRft 
rafftRRRnrf gRT ftRftra arm rr jr^jct raraRRft ft aft? Rifftraft sri 
RtT fftRRTReft ft cllcl raftf RRfftxrRfftRT RRT ft I 

r. fiRTRisSta ra^ira 3ik Rftfaw 

5. ^Jcl RltR ft RTTfftoI racRra ftfftcft1ft<£Jlef RJF? (RRftaiR) R?T 21 afR 

raraft r ft 3TR Rft Riftt fftki crjt ftra ataifa Prra, rerr affR ras? 
RRftaiR rrr fftra rr ft 1 ara ajjft aifftra rafttm aftra ft, ara: ira rrr 
ft raftrft ?ft raranraraft TOftraw ft 1 

6. R^3TR g5T *JcT R ^ JRfm g?f BtcTT t ulgr afRIcT ^Rfe, 

aik trz sFpnfra ?nf^ ^icr f 1 r gn snw 

pafra ^sn, 3irar grafoR, ^flrai, fite^r, ararar q5te 'RK 

ank ^raT t 1 arg ^rra w-arafa ^r tr tto 40.02 
^ ?i??t ak v: araffa rr 'r rao 4002.59 ^ ci?ci ^5 g 5 t ^nft 

^ 3 tR^T ciflifd t I *IF g>ftgRR cycler ^^d l c*I 4 > t 3 ffa TRT^t 
utRI ^ gpk T7 ftRft ’ft cR? gisrar ’tK t I ftRft ftt fcgij) XRRPR 


[ mpt I—l ] _ ' s pt Trarra : __ 

gig RgrerefN wire gt gtg^ gsn <HffgHui ^ agg 3 gitf 
ggi ggf f^uT ggi t i 

g. gkj gwtg mr wrm wm 

7. 4 o atw loro, ^ % nsd ^ # agj gjog> gft affcR giftei 

tf arRgg-gg g^ g^nn t l 3jrigg> ftftpg ftgpfr ggr it^i <fc 
^(JWlRtjisd fa^R ^r? (t?g#gR) gg ggggg 3c*ngg> t afk wi 
w if gg^ w gg swigg feren itcu t i arRgg? i^g ftRRg 
ggng g gvftg t ) cngj g ifti n g? ^ g^f ^ a n g i R g ggng gg 
gRwRtg t atk ggg towft <fc angg <fc %r Vtft 

g-^g' gRT gm t I g? an^gg> m^ftg me-^M RgH i gei) <fc arrag gt 
ifok Vng ggng gkj, gefm ’ t l Rgft ift fggg> gsragg % ftgrgeftg 
g?gg, wi ggj gr?k ajk g? ^ntten an%gg-gg gjgg g^R 
an^gcp gtt k$iR gi gk ft g?tf g^Pe fsr g€f garor t I 

s. ?sp> ggg>Rt RRgg ggr ggig gg ijfc 

8. giotifo fogfl iff amnw atggr ggifrggT/ggtg ^ftfttggg k g^ 
gggrgkt grjgg <tr gpg gff fan t, kf%g gnkjRg> ^jggrt fwid 
fkfkg R^ggf gf|g grig gi R^ft gggt ft gro ?ggg> g«ggk g^t 
Rmpi i gt git ftggi if grrfta (%gr ggi t aik mRggfl srt gggtt 
RHrjgR grig g>t gf &- 

g.i ana fftfcgt ggg fwss$a ^rftftnjgH 3ik ana ffegj MkkstM afro 
ggg tpeRgg ^gj^ggaf ijglRt^H 

9. ?g grig ft fctffpg gggf gg 3tgfr-3tgft gtrgr RRggt ft vjgvl<M f*sg> 
gstgggr ^ gg> Rgi &- ■ 

• % grf%rggggrf gg an^gg-gg ar^of 13ik ggft gsgt tjg artg?# ^i ^ctroi 
Tjg g€f fW ggi t ggi g i ffr» : ig>gt grcr ftf?pg ggt gg g?^g 

arigj# ggt gsgf ^ gfg # 3mgfctgi 11 
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• fft rnfftmicfift ft m\ sprit wfm ft smft ^errc fm t 

3fR ^fttfei? ftrf wte srfft sft t I 

• fft in STd tfftqlft t fft tftWlft S?T f|cT ftt ftftiftT t ! 

^.2 ft>To?R STSft (if^n) mo ftro 

10. fto ft?te?R SSft (ft^ftSl) mo feTO ft 3mft ftfftm fftftn ft W t fft:- 

• ft ftft ft fftftfftl ftlftOTT ft VitbHW ftftsS/fft<Rt<JJ f | ftfftm ft 

ft?T ft fftsps cmft m? mesftft ?jo<F> ft soft ftt^ mnsr srmrc ^rft 
tr mv aift wET-3Tft£j ft ftftrs isftrft ftsci *** ftt.ss cut spjftt m 
mrqrcfftm t I 

• Selftt 3imicf ftfad ePTHR *** SIWSTO/ftt.SS ftt I ftt3lftmT> 3®n 

fttftft ?mi iftftt mffti tssft m?ftt ft fftnj cftfts ctftct otfi *** 
Ro/ftt.ss ftt ftt wftts mra®t ftiftaTR ftt cirri ft ^ gftftj? ftt I 

• ?ssftt fftfftft ^trt wr ftt ftft fftffttfte gpjmtftr pjsfttaiR ftt ' 
sift fttfftr ftsmp mscft ft ffttj ftt Riftt t ftrcm?T fftfftsW ^>nftts 
?3ScI5T RfttsiK ft ft ftf fftm RT RcPSI ft I Tift S?T ST ftt 
^ftft SRI ftt fftlT THRU t 3TaiST Tjftt SSlfftftt Tmftf ftt ftjfe ft 
3TJfRT ftt ftft t I 

• sMifft sftf sTftrl mfftft ftt sprit ft graft ft ftfftr ft mftft srtr 

ftt 3TRmRKlT ftt ipi ftt cfR sftt t Cfftfft? ?jftt PPpr SSftt PFT 

3TcSfft? t Sift ftftft ft??R fftclftt t I 

• sftt ftftft srt ftftfftr spns m? wM ?{em ftft ^ftt ss? mops ftt 
fm t ft Rmft cmftt sftftt ftt «mj ftft? mftts Reft grRrftftfcr <ziptr 
ft fttftcpT 3 tst sr Rift i 

^.3 fto ?gmRP ^ftkri fftro, sfft 

11. fto feto ft ft ftg^I met ft 3TRITdcI? ft ^ ft PRf? 

ftfftcT JTRffR JR§d fftdT t ftR ^ftift 3RS Sift ft 3R=HcIT fftftsd fftSI 

t fft-- • 
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• gjgfe gR| uRtg cm 1%cT gmgfeft fc=gj R gjRg Rgf&a fegi m ggT t 

Rfeg 13cgig R vTWl^IISTt Cpt 37cgf&g> cfPTcT gi foP? gift 

5TO atf %; 

• cgf 2003-04 gif vJrixj, srgfll gif ^ePIT if mcltf gat! WT 3fR gifert g>I 
gfgp gRgsm TjofcRtT fern % 1 awt filler cm t afR gg? git gnft femi 
cTSTT gg? gggggf gif cfWt if ffeR ^ ^ if wA gfe T|t t; 

• Ipa ^FRT gma gn 5TH TPTcf H# % gaffe m?gif gif ?gi Ucgtg gif 3tm? 
<m wr# f^rfeT gi wi 3Tracm 3 tteit7 gg fesft wnggif sftgr 3t an gtt ti 
cim: gfe fefa ftwr 3tfetf g> amirg gg ffen mar t efr ^gft f^rfer if 
wrfen3Tt gg gfejfd gam g%m gaffe fRrfct am ag? agar at %; 

• grfepRt git « git gftai aftg gfewiaft iri afelra mm gg M git 
fega gi arggng tRej yaicrai3tf git grWt ^ gRt %g RRj irata git gram 
gg iff fepeTR mmT fetR; 

• gm Rg R irs if gggng gmfer Rtfegfe git g^mm gt tt fern an 
gmna % I 3m: gitaa 3mtg gi gtggjg iff lamfe mi qRgctg gfer miggiRg 
aff fen % I 

■ 5.4 tReJ vjfen R fcTEJR 

12 , afe[ % fergg fern t fe feft gfert ^ fetfagif if gina agama 

cimici am gRi Hici git ctfrt ^ffg git anilfe gafe aig<ftg smi< if 
gmg aga g?g fen t 1 mfet sttR aa ^ Rfeta fea t t fe fegft ift 
3Tfcm gpftsn aria if Pif^te gifenRt R 3fen feft t % aa ggr am git 
fen gR fe gaT gi emit Efr gjem mmm Rb^mR ^ gRonamw 

grsg am ^fet g> grRf stargr ^i<jRt gif mmgm t gfR 
Rgp gmg gsg srfer Rmt g^f t 1 ijmR ggi fen t fe ^fe nmgRsJt 
gjem feRt gfg ggf R ctpj t am: stfet rnWr gif gfe fejgr ^cfef R 
Rgif if gif mfe mfe^ 3fR ^mffm if fg gm git rntg feff mfe? fe gm 
mggM ^?g5 ^ fe? mR gg eRc| ijRfg gif R ^f grfet giRf feff 
3TaigT grngff yrxi^fe feff I 

13 . ^a Rgg if arm mfemRgt R grm-gRuimf (gfa gan feg ^ ^ 
R cW^iga mg g? 3TRnctf gg gmgR^f ■ggm gmig ^ amR if |Rf 
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Wtt qfciTTH) gjT WfcTT fen ft fettft TTF fftfet fen nm 2 JT % glofifft 
qRfeftn ueftn qfeit nftftqn qi^nftf ftft fftfftft ?t®tt nmnq fftqqt ft 
qjmq eft §an ftfftn fenq ffen nm fe qn’pifftn ftt 

FReffen Sffft Ft q^t aft fftRfft fetRf qR ft, fefeq ftfef <mm eWT 
feftft fmfer aff I rRj, ^fttn ft 3nft nn ftt nft fen ft % ftn amn 
ntnet (ftft fftfeftt ftpiftfa ft nrnft ft ftftt qritj-qfftnm) ft n? fftftn 
fen tttjt arr fe sicfifft tffej, ftt fqftfft ft nnti-arftft ft qjsnq ftt 
TraT ftfftn 'qwicrcn# nfftfftfft ft 3?Rt ftftt ft ftrft cfet amitfe qq emn? 
m? wrat ft nmn ft ftfenqftftt nnftt miffe; i 

14. ftft| fjfttn ft 3TTft nf ftt etft fen ft fe Ftcftfft dl$4H ft ffj OTnTcfi 
qq qTCTftftt cmnt nnft ft nm ^nft fRine ft anft ft ftfftn ntfef 
ftfaft qq qrenftftt /^p nmm mrft ft nm fqr wn? ftt atfftm 
rnfftfejen nraT Rift qftt ft I u#ft 3nft n? ftt nft fen ft fft cmj 
qTgqftft fen? ft nra^ ftftt enferft ft 3mmr rnfftn ftftft qq «nft ft 
afR rRj, ^afetn ftt mfer 3Ttnrft ftt n^fF 'ft am ftt nrenfen ftft ft qftt 
ft i fftftt ftt trf ft qtfemft ft ttf 3 ft«n ft fft ft ?qt ura ftt ftq <jft 
fft ftft qrfenRt ftt fttft fttnjst qmn fft grift ntcjq nftf fttftt ft ftt nmt 
ftft ft qjqmr qnnqi fftn? mrft ft ftt nm qr^n ftt jnqvffft feft 3itq stfft 
ftt tjqqnffft fttft ftt qhrmnT ft i ?q? qffter ft ftftj, rrdfn ft 3mftfer ft 
anffcffn fft^rn -arftfen ft armor ft^t ^fcK lysm qq qranftftt ^qm 
qq arfftq qrftftn qq ^ofesr fern ft i qmn ntnft ft anfeStn fenur ft 
xrqqcE ft nrtm qfenn ftt fqrfom ft<n fen fe qre-fttftt nRR ft arqrd^ 
3 ft nsnfftftffti qifftrt atfeq qrfttsn ft sift fejfer ftt ftmenn qq qn>j 
nftf fen ft i anjtfttii fftnnn ft n? ftt feftn fen fft qrnnftftt nrnq ft 
mm qTfemfftft ftt ?qr mn ftt wftt nftf ft fft srfft fftftqn ftt qfnmt 
ft ftqpf qrfef 3nmfe ft qpnczj nnift nn qftRm fftnr qmj I f?#ft 

ftt fftftn fen fft qrnnqtftt nmtq ft anjftR; 3.3 ftt ?fft aifer qifttan ft 
qfet ft nmj nftf fttftt ft 1 ant: ftftjFT qmn nan qnq°mnn? qfftft qq 
q^nmqt ft nft fn fern ft qnqfen ft 1 

15 . ftftj; ijfem ft 3nmafti ft fn nftt nn ftt fftftg fftnr ft fft mfetft qt 

annKT q^m monq ft ufen ftt fttnet ftt gntm ft arfftn? ftfer 
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n? ffa? m? fa? ?rfa ffan I ffa fan^f fan nn ij^t (me-iM ?jcn> 
fa fan) nmn fafa fa fan nfan fat ^ra fa nnfat nm t i nfatfa 
<nfa nn fa ffafan ffam t fa srmTffan fafa fa firm faPra ffaffafann 
fafa t i 

16 . nfarfa in nfaf nn fa ffafan ffann t fa fan^r fan fa ffanfam far m?fan 
nmn? cjft vJiWi far ijn grfa 4 infant fa ?fa t nfaffar <|?fat nmfa 
fam? fan nsn tin? fatfat ffasr ?fa t i nfatfa ffafann ffanm t fa m?fan 
nnfat nan arm cr?ft fat fatmti nn 3rm? fan 3 rfafa fa fatnn nnfat wr 
nr nm t i 

17. nfa^ n?frn fa ;nfa ni fa nfa ffanr I ffa> fan 3?fafa fa <nn fat f?faffa n? 
n fa rnnjfa faf% fa fanKfanr nn ?rann t fa?n fa nfa m?nn fa 3Tcm 
fa nn ?mnn t I fafa fa wf fa fan uraffa t^nra fafafar ot 
nn^n t fa? ^fa nnffan 3mn? w fafar nfa fam i ^fatfa nfa fan t 
fa ffanmnfa nmn? fa fanfa t^fafatnnn?3r^nfatfa fafa nren 
nfa fa ?st t I 

is. i?r fan t namnt fa fam? fan n?? fa? nn f fa? ^n n? nnfann ?ftnT 
in fan nffanfa fa nfa fat nf t I * 

n. fanfarai mfa fat fan 

19 . rnfaranfa fa nfacj, nfam fa 3Tfanfan ffafanfa fat fan fat I mfanm % 
3nnm fanfar, srgmlfan mmm ^ nan ffafan fatnfa fa fain fa 
nmninfa 3Tfanfatn 3nen? n? n?^n fat fa fa? nr f& i ffan) fa fafan n? f t n 
nrrnnnfa fafa ffafancn fan fa in nnrrc fat fatnn fa mfa fa xjnm m«n, 
nnfat flfat nan nnrmn facpfa fa? 3nn fafa-nrmmrtt fat 'itMfatn<n nn 
nmr ffanr I i ffag, fafannn farr-nnnnnfa fa ?ifaffan ^jfacpn fanifa 
arfanfatn amn? n? ffa? m? t i fat nrmnnft fanfatn ffa?n fat fa fa? fat 
I^tfn> nnmnfa ejt?t nfafatn 3 ?tot? n? nnnnn nr?fa n# fa nan nfafa 
mm 3nfmfan m?ra fat ffan fa fa fafa vnn<nfa fat fatnfan mm nm 
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t I ft^ft ift » FRfcf? g$Tcf?R ^ ifrq%J 3TTSJR W Weft RMRlf) 
3RR eft t I 

tf. to cm fttvfon 

20. mftcmft ^ ftftFT FlftcbltNi gRl 3PTft 3Tl%*T RffteTTmt 4 SfWT^ 

WWi w 3TTc^t irci ftm t|T 7 ^ ftgg g> 

mw ftftmRm g>r fte ftRH t i mfitRTft ftm <jrctt t % gmift? 

3TfrF Rim t, FRftrcj ^pm? 51 # g>t f^lcr # greg gt Rift ggft 

3ik mmgft pR^fti Fft g>t wggT ^tt RRft t i srar: f?t ^ g>t Rim 
ft’mrpTR gft T$ t:- 

Z5.i meg «m rt$ g?gi simgi mmgSt ^H^ i <jfri 

21. mm^ tm g> mg^ w g> ftRft tft Rgfgct. ft g?rt HRjtK amr gift fm 
t i gkiift? gg? an'ii i ci ab ^5 ft t ft? m’ft’t #fRf ^gm ftsgft gftft 
ftfO, ftft FTF^rf ^t FR xTfqT^ g>t #Tft ft giRT g?T RRITg ft?RT t, 
ftft?g ftT^^R 4 ftf^gTR g> TTRFU ipm g> gif"ff FR srraigg? ftft? 
ft?ft ’ft f 5 ^? gmmg frt ;nftg?ft ft mgs? g?ft ’ft gram jRpr gft 
ft?m gmr t I 3TxT: jnftrg?ft ^ mw^a gaft ft rtstr w greg grftrg g?T 

Rprtg oT’TRTT t i 

XS.2 mw ^SET 

22 . ftrej Rftg ^ Prufd* ft mftj, gTRR 3 Ppm gag gmm ggftstR ft 
cbfrNg ilft g>t fftft gftgg g?T chRing RTgg \3 hci«t g?gmT 1? i gg ftft 
gft cjcRTT ftrgft feR RTgg?rft ggRsj g?g^ ^ t, 3tk Rftgg? iri gag 
5Rg?r f^qfrfcp ’FRTK ^t FPRT M ^ sM ^1 fPlcf ^Rn t ft? ’T52RT 
’T’fttaTR ^ 3 tt^t 3tk ?3^r i^fttarR ^ 2 ft^t ^ wr ^ gtffRT R«f?ft 
RHcmfl 3t t I 'Him-H TJRJ ^ ftrakR ^ HiitMHI'4 F*T cjlMcmft g?t 
FTftcmft ^ TRT ^RR^I 'RcfftlH cT23ff ^ RtT ^ <4tcbW ftjqr TRn t I 

23. 3TRTRT 3Tft?Ff ^ 3Tg^TR ’’R^tRT? gft gt ftxPft 3RlfxT RKPT ?f ; ftt31R ?WT 

^ftt3TR cm Rim 3mft i> m^r g^r % ftgfa fw ti 
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3R: «IHK JJc^f cfc f%srt^T cfc yill'iHlsJ #Tt fcfroti 3*T "WTR 
Wf 3 fcRT W t I dd^K, “HtRcT 3fft!d OTHIR ^ cf*T 
f^rqt^T ^TcW CTS2TT $ 3TTEJT7 TR H&FJ X^tSfK $ foflj **** 
sik ^51 Tpi^t3TR fen? **** ^ 

w t I 

*5.3 Pt<llc1 cJji^Hd 

24. Pmfcr *£r*Td *5T Rrafaor ^TcW *TSzfi ^ ^ *1 #uft#3Tlf*f?f <£ 

#*TT 3TiTOfT <f> 3TTETR TR f?F*TT TRT t I 3IT*f># 

3 ^ *nkd sdror ktsn^* ammer cflddf 3 qRcigd dan 

^rg^t *n%, #tt Mkn *t2it ch^m i> I^tt ^ricrai dazfr spraR m 
a dRlldd f*FRT TFTt # ftrekt cblWdHMd <R 3HWI fa*IT RT 

I dd^K Hikd 3fr?7d ^wi^r gc*r Rrskor s^dsi dMf <i> 3rrare 
TR TTEZFT *^3TR cf? fcR **** SR.^ST./jft.TO 3fR TJd4t3TR cfj 
fcin? **** 3R;sT./jft.TO Trcf^rT w t I 

*5.4 ^TITO H|Rr 

25. Md<t> ^1 3 3f5JTrf^*T dRM *3*31 3fk kTCcT <& foU? f^rfd geS <& 
3TRK m dkp 1 TTcR dT^R **** SR.^ST./^ft.TO 313jfa'Rrafa cfW 
cfiT 25% t^cTT t I 

*5.5 R?R RT^ cjft R'lRRT 

26. W5 3Rf£( ^ ^kR 1|^ TO g?f RR % ff*RT ^RT t % ReT^ % 
PratfcR W CF> WJ *1 WT rRr *J5Rft t FTdifa TfiTOT <3R t I 

^SRjRT ^ cR> Rl[T % f*J> RIsT ^?T % ^-1413117 ^ cRI \3Hd«Jd! 
3fk cFTOf w c^ReTt ^ TOl%cT, 3T^* <f>TOfJt ^3f? ^ 

3Tcfl% c^ ^rora 3n*n t i *r^ f^rr t 

^RTOJ*i gRT <377WTOT 3TTm? m *p^3fI7 ^ «(T*ft t cPflcT 

tcfrra f?TOr ij- sFRiaff <f> ^lf 3 dchlg>>>ui ^ ^ 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 


fp pgncr g% 3 rjTei'«raT 7# t I 3 ?p: TPcnt g% %?ft cm wp 4 ppp 
gp JTCP P# PPPT t I 

27. p?rm % crcf> fen t f% g> vsmi^ g> pro gpq% smpT 

qtgjg t gm% ppg* g%c| pppr % gig aptefpgnr gpqft gm t I 
sjeAsHd tT^tejg amp fMfeg> tpi gte^PTl fg>. grci w<fpRig 
qptPTf® ^f^R^cKi 2004 gg Pe t ra cpt% f? gtfj, gritg % pipt 

f%mT t % #%! PTfilt P> '3cMK'£bi g% PTf^cp smpT cfWT 24000 jft.PP 

jrfcF mf t i f^r gggg gp ptwi 16000 %t.gg f%gfa gggt g> gig fg 
ppiiggii g> pm %ftgp smcTT ww t fagRr ?jog> 7 mpp tr% 

wprefm gggRt fff ggnggp w g>7 7rgi 1 

28. JITftcpRt pte gJTPT t % 3TT%qg> gm PTfP PPPR anTjqpT M£ tl ff%P 

ttPi t f% itt 7m to ittgg Trgig %qt t ggsftang gp ggmra pcMk<p 
t 1 3P?iggT skt 5Rgp 3itg^r tr qftprf&g ttPT t iftft pritt ftgg 
gppR g?t Tig^ w g> cmgg 16000 tt.gg gp Rrafg.gRPT t pfgfa gg 
pttp cpr tjt gig 3 igf% g> ttTm gmgg 300 ti.gg gf% gt gp f%gfa 
gp?PT t gfr pt# 5>ct ggggi gp pfWT 2% ftarr t 1 1 %f mfaggt 
gts prpt t % ?tt %?r g> pippM gp*P Pifg^p Tiftr arraR P7 
pmT f3P m 3ik fTffltig IP srgfa g> tlTm gra pair gftg% pipp 
75% g% ppigpT gp qg> 3 rai pg>p<p pff ?r mppr t 1 

29. fggcp ggrggft ^ pm Rppt t Rp g>tpp pH> 4 gg^ j|p pppr pR i ^cip i 

3ik wit pan Pm qf^?g ^ trat pprrgrn gt prp t ptpt 
gp ptpp g>A g^t gtt angggg>pT 'ipl tnft I piciift) RmTgpT p^tgpp t 
ggcft ft ptptr pfc^flcTdi gt gnRra cprpt 3 tr%p t pt^ fp grn gft 
grm gft gp grc^ % gm ^pp pppp pppp fcpg gnt g>t feiRi t ptpp 
$ girtl g% TmigpT t %rf%m ip pgti % i^cp p^gpi fra 

g%t %RT PT5P Ptf f%PT put 1 1 

30. qri%qg& Pfe prpt t fcp pg^ t?r ^ ppnggt g% pppk 

3fR pttp ^ fern? Rrgfp g%pp g> ttP g%PP aipp gpq% t gtg% ^pg> 
pipj t 1 ftgg-cgprrc aiig^tr % tf%p ttPT t f% % ftqg-gmiK 
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fa ffa nTct fat ffafa ^t^Tcr ffatn atfafa fa ffa nRn fa ffa 
f^ralrr fafa fat f?tnT 4 atffa ^tt t fa fafa afa nfat ^r t i 

31. vfacw nfat fa nncRi credit m ffaR fat fa mn fatfat fat rnn t 
fa <fat ft M 'ifcRfleTdl fa nicRjd n? ffafa fa fan fan fa 

nraR fatnn 3 tk w fa fcR fafa 4 w fa fan fatnn atnn nn 
'jofan arjmn cPTrm vmpiT fa ?fafa w ffan nnmt faq 
fat fat ftfa if fan fafaff *r fag fa fa nRfat ntniR fat fa fa 
fat fantcRT fait I 

nt. far nn ftfan 

32. fanfat fa <jRm t fa ^jfa fa fact fa fa wj mnnfat ?jen? fat 
atfctn fatSTT t 3ffi: faj nfa fat fa fa <JRxffan fat fa faffa fa 
ciRfactr fa fa fat fat atfat ufat fnfatt fat fat fanm fat fa 
fag fa fa fag nra fa armra fa fat fa fat fat atin^<t> t I 

nt.i stffa cjn «nfa fanr 

33 . fafat fan fa nn fa far fa fanr t tfa fa fa njRRtRfa 
fan fa ffafa fanrc ffafat 3fan faten fat t atinvnn> fa fat t 
fafafa fat vifwtRad ntnfa t atfafa ffann sri afat fan ftfa t 
fan ffan nm t I ffaf, fa fa afar fa fan fag fa fa ft fad 
fag nra fa fcR faRtcW w mffa fan tt fa fa fa fafat 
t fat atfa fa fan fafat fat ft fa. fat fa tt, fat fa fa 
fat t i fa fafa fa fa fafafa fam fap nmet t nfara 
nfaj. ^cfacb fa fafafa fafat 11 

34 . fafafa fa nRrn t ffa fafaatR fa arrara nnufa fa t fafa 

fa/fafa fan atfa fat fa ffam fa ^ t I fafafat n? fat fa nRm 
t ft? fanm, fatRm far. far., fait fa fag fanmcncn nrcnfat spn 

RnT f 3 TT t fa ^(fafa fa fatcT ctSIT faffafat fa fa fa 3 tlfat tR 
3 ?fan ^c?p Rnr f art t I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI— Sic. I] 


«T.2 nRelfeb flfct 

R.2.1 nSTOnk tj> fejR 

35 . Wn>kf I gni fen t fe afef5 ^ft ni fesg WcUVM njcn> cRTR 
RFf ni mg mk|cp|chdf gi ^WIcTH/B'Wrr^'dT yan SFraT ynfel I W^l 
^gR 3nm 1afk fltfkq nilf nRyfen afcr nit ^ 11 

R^gk^yatn n> fegR 

36. gkj yftn I efe fen t fe nmnn, ftft yferf nfeft yan nitfen 
nm.nR. k Ik nfe angfe n? mynM Tgc<p fentt nwt yt nranj^ 
gk^ yftn nit fekn ktyf k fet mk mfer aimfe nit nR5 k omryR 

frit gf t i yni fen I fe iicftfe yikna fnit nt fen^ 
ninnM 'fen? ni Tknm ni nfentrfnwr y% ami Rtninn if nnjkt 
TjgR nkt I wnm eft ffeft t ngffe n<? ktyt % nrsn afk ^gen? fet 
cpfera feit k myn ni nnyn cr ^rkr nyrnT rto nit yyi Tfe aik np| 
nRyfen feft nrkt Tit I y#l 3Tnt y? ’ft feign fern t fe 3nfe 
ycnTnnmi I ^gR, yen inn nit mm 3fk fefen yrmy nfeeft ynryf nit 
nnfy yen inn rto 3 Ifeicre ni nici^n cr feiRn feft k ft t! fey? 
I men nit nen? ?t 3nr4t earner crj?t nfer <£ fky crrnnnt nitny rmy 
nfer I arcnnR ?f t i 

37 . gkj ykm I 3nf y? ’ft yf fen t fe 3 rgykr 3.4 4 Tjltn^ mw n 
eft 3tfeT I ark n It ?nk ?t yn> aramT 3?fSm> nnyp amrenap ?m % 
Ruinie*icp nnfefe It fr Tm>f I 1 ary: y? 3nyyyn> nft t fe nkrn> 

iw g^ ykm nit fet mkt nrfer nit 3m?n nfenfer nk 1 ^frfer 
3nfeT ni 3fen> feint nn ycfei nRet yktn k efe fen t fe 

?kt n^fer ni 3T3W ^gR Btk ^ nrn g^ y?tm ^ fenmn 4 feifit 
aign ?t% nn nerafn fer?m 1feg inw angRn^ 

ni nrWf k tieR It nkt n 1 y^fet cfe fen I fe ?raife 
nmnif I ^gR eft fm I kfen fit f fefn fen fe Trgnrg yktn nit 
nRyfen grfei f| I 
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ra. 2.3 nil2itj)iD gRi «rm 

38 . raRra?^ % arft| vrsfm ftr ftft cnftt cnwfa<f> arift ft ftftr 4 fftfft^r 

qara?lft £[RT ^3R “TIT fftf*FT elftf ftt ftfe 3R fcRn t i 5rft?ra?ift w '"ft 
fte t fft ft^ra ft?r ft 3ifctR<w ^rft, ftftftn cwt ^nftft ft fftssr 
4icnM- cFfT fan t aft? ftlREii eraT ^nftft ft ftt rat 
rafttarTaft ft fra ftft ft RiftR rarara erarr arift ftft ftt ffe ft t I ^jftfttra 
ftg, sflfttR cTSTT ^fftffftt ft ftftf ft arftt 3ftcR fftftRT if ft f*T 

WITT <J?T Iftgftw fftzn t % FT ftft ft ft ^ arratet ftt raTfel ftfaft ?R 
ft t I 3TeT: arfet tjft g)T8Wm> ftft? ft aftrarraift fra ftft ft 

?Tft Enft 3TFTlftt ftt ft t ratftef 3TRTTcff ft ft "TRT ram t I 

39. medM w ft 3 rjE&Ef 3.1 aft? Mie-iM PraHraoll ft atfftr II ft 

ftft ft ftfti ft wet fftej „nft ^ nidyn t arofa (m) raifeet 

aumett ftt rarrar ram rarara rararraf ft fftra ra^ raratR ftt fttrarat *r raifiira 
3rrmraf <j?t rarara ; afR (^)ratftra 3ramft ft ratm rarara ft raftr ft ftft 
rararaft ft aftc| raranraftt ?r fra srrncti ra?T raRurftt rarara 1 mf ftfrifM ft 
3ftart t fft ^ fra mra ftt mira 1ft? aramrat ft m rat ft^ft ^ ft 
3Rrat yiilldch ft?I ft vcidlKd cTSTT ^RT ft ftftq ft 3tFnrat ft 
raftra crfft ft t I <TtfftcT 3TRJTrff ft ftfaeT FTO ft ftftEf ft JlllftchlRft ft 
raF 3FtaTT t fft? ft f^T WET Efft tft? ^ETT 3TTEtRra? ft?T ft ^fRPT 

EfftrRT gft f?prr ft "nfft?r airaraf sri dft 

M 13mT w ftft amnftt ft jmra ft "riwi ^rftt ftftn era? arraatr 

ftftRT ftftt 3TT \5TRftI 3RraT ftt^eT ft WFTC ftftt ftt 3RRTT g?lftl 
ftftTT era? ft M ftft I 

40. eftft fft^ftw ft srftvHift rafft^rft ft ?r ft^r ft?r ft ft^ 

w ft rafer arrairft ftt *rr?TT erau ftftra wmft aik ftftra ewr w*nraen 
ir ?Rrft iwra ftl vrira ftt t enfft? ra^r ?ran gftft rafft ftrt t, ft ftra 
after eWT ehW u lleH4? ftftft ftt ftft^ftt ftt viftra ftt vSfT ^rft 1 
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(3>) 3T51T 77313: gifftct Ararat 35T 3T51T 3313 3tk 3fto£ U#l3 3H 3313 

41. ft?i ft #i gift grfftcr angifti <ft gm Tnrrcfr sfft aw ft# ft #ft 
gift -qrfecf 37131# # 33T3i gft PlHIjxHK #3 gft 3f t=- 

i) «rara grar nan fteng ft?t gn fewn: 

42. Srrfft MW ft ggftHlft 3lfftg?lft ft #3ft#3n|ftSlT'!1 ft ftftft3TC 31T31# 
3#? 31Tftgg) gRl JR^cl ft%TR 3173)# 3)f #3 gft t I fftg, g3) 3H3TcT3i 
ft fftfftltf fftftgg ft ftftMsirfgn 7T3T ftrftSTR ft gfftotfftg 313T gft 
33131 ft ftg^ ft?l ft STRUCT gft 3#«1cRT 3lfftg> 3731 3#^ 3^ t I lftft<13) 
ft fftjg <23313 g^oRl 33 3331% 3335% ftt 33c|3 ffttj ftt 3133 gft ftgig 
ft?l ft gnftftl 133113 ft fftft# ft} srfftgi RT3T '3?# t I 3tf: ft}ft} TTI#^ 
ft 3ifftgftftTi ft 375313 fftgi w «n ft 3751331 tirt# trh 3# ftk 
ftW ft}# ft 31lftg37 gRT 7Rg3 391973 31195# gft 3# I ## cTI^Tf 
3TRi3>iR3) ft snrft ftlHis^og) 3iig>% TRtjg ffti; ft ft} 311^33) gin irnjg 
f^cr-czn3R v^m 3335# 3ft9 313ft fftftgg ft 3331395 gin 5R59 srigi# 
ft 3Tjn3 ft I 







2001 02 

1 

2002-03 

[§§a 

#ft dl^ftft 

301.25 

340.22 

297.71 

303.86 

Mffrl 

100.00 

112.94 

98.83 

100.87 

vim ft ?nfftci ftgi(#$ 
gifttcr, ftfftggft) 3# 

?Jc37 9T# 3R9 

633.16 

847.06 

1708.51 

2343.49 

2278.75 

2516.78 

2812.29 

3844.14 

[ 37=3 

0 

117.93 

216.95 


|#9 

3213.16 

3821.99 

5035.46 

B 
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[ MTH 1—^5 1]_ *TK?1 TMTa : 


fcl otWi ft dlgft CRT 

9% 

9% 

6% 

5% 

f&riii 






43. FTcftfft 3TTEIR ^ ^eHT 4 fioT 3TRITcff 4 ctWT 108% ftt ^f% t 
ftfft=T $?r ft gl? 3 trm Tfcftftifl f#? ft f ftft ft?^ W ft ^cf 

3TRTTcff 4 TJtfft ft# if 3HSTR 3if ftf gcHT ft 4% ftf Fh^rae 3Tlf t I 


44 . smncfr ft ft tt^t gn fcRcm #t ?r«n wfstr ft# ft ^jftr ft ftftq 

4 fftm ^raiti 

*TT5IT.ftf.^T 


... 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

origarafft 

<poT 3TT7JTcf 

3213 

3822 


6692 

ftfft 

100 

119 

157 

208 

#c£ ftRb'ft 

**** 

**** 

*** * 

**** 


100 

' 

114 

118 

133 

cofeq <srca 

**** 

**** 

**** 

ft*** 

ftiftd 

100 

80 

98 

101 

HFT 

ft ft** 

** ** 

**** 

*** * 


100 

114 

131 

159 


45. ^TF ZTF F#ft t fft fttcj 4 ft^ *TTcT ftf #T ft 3T<# 

gt t f^T ^FTTC ftt <pT #T ft 3TTETR ftt gcl^TT 4 59% ftt 

F#f ft t ftfft^ ftr ft g<? otjirt srft ft^r-srafa ft 
<?## ftf ft i 

ii) ftn, 'SrMIcfH cWT 5 F 3 TR ft^TT 

ft ftcj T#m CRT vidllcW 


*TT5TT.ftt.CT 


eomr sift 

2000-01 | 

2001-02 

2002-03 

vfra srftt 



6,250 , 

8,350 

8,800 

8,800 


551GI/2006—3 
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l ESggggg^ i 


100 1 

134 

141 

141 

**** 

**** 

**** 

3fe 9fc 9fc 9fe 

100 

130 

130 

149 

* ** * 

*** * 

__ . _ .. _. .. 

**** 

t 

** ** 

100 

97 

_i 

i 

92 l 

--—.—„—*—-—_*._j 

106 


46. iuRrajrft nfe toto t % cnt 2001-02 *r wr5t wi crfe ^ % 3fk 

TOS STOTT *T WT ^T TOT^T TOTOT ?T% <£ SWT 

TOJTR 3 ^T WTR- ^ 3T^t TOT $ 3 cjfe I 3TTO% W tit 

T??[fct t tftcj '3^ % OTTO? 1$ <J?f fcTO *T OTT% TOTTTOT *T ^TO? 
ffrW t I STOTT viwVl 3 ift -gSTK '§3T7 t I 

js ) <r^ ftfsbiri 


TO3TT: ift.CT 


2003-04 
(’Sira OTtfa) 
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47. 3?fa% 7T? t fa FIcTTfa <3<fll<?d 3 3TWT7 ^ feTdT 3 

cWI 37% # <|fa 3ft7 v37T& fa??t Trt TJeFTI 3 16% ffa ft t 
c)faH fafaTj) 3 cRfWft $ ^tTFT ^ ffe 33% cTSTT 15% ^ 
ytl % I §*1 ^ Mdl dddl % Hid 7^41 *T dd^p] clQ* ft ^ 

cfatfa 3tfar Tfap 3 254% <J§t 7§ I ft fa ill *T tffTI ffa fafa 7315 

3 7# t glclifa *n7T[ TpH 7# t I 


73) TTR ciaiT 51taR f^TTW 
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48. f^Ermefl^T gft fen 3 3rmr? n4 fet garm 3 amnn 
59% fet fe fefen ^TcT ^THT A tftcj, R^tfe feT fe?n BRft 3T<jf& 
fe feRfe 54% Rf W^feR 45% R?nfe I RTT2T RTfeg Rf mfef anfefe 
feT feRTT 3.58%- Rf W5feR 2.26 RF fefe fefefe RJcfe 3% fefe fe infer 
3rofe Rrfer spi rafe fe |rj armfe feT f%RRn ww 13 %. nfe nmi 

(fe) afej wfetn ik infer arrcnfe feT cfera wnra 

49 . Rife? ^ ^ T nfer fernfe fe grm iratn fet fetnfe rr nnre 
fet few fefen fefefe, fen fen rr feft fefan, fetnn feim nan fefer 
nfe, nfc fet| ft fe Rfet 3 fet nf t 1 irt feofefe fe nfe-mM 
^efm fet nrfer arkm fera fef>t fejfe (fenTRiaTTR) 3ik arafentft fefer 
(ferajfeft) (ffenfe nfen nfe| nfetn fet 3 pm ferfcn fenfertt fer 
wmpfefcr feRfe fet nf) fe gcmr Rfe^ fefe fe f<? anmfe fet #^3 
fefer ^ fet n^ t 1 

(i) nfara fe'eM nan fen fen rr n> nnra 



— 







2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 



**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 


HEUm 

100 

85.73 

90.59 

90.96 

thrift c^)j-fcf 


**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 



100 

99 

92 

96 








*)./* ft.^ 

78980 

84420 

84200 

75130 



100 

106.89 

106.61 

92.38 

Eacn Is L a kMB 


6288 

6288 

6288 

6288 



85268 

90708 

90488 

81418 

fi kVNHWi.V 






inenfeSt ajcfe fe 
IfeT 

fe./ift.fer 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

t; 

% 




0 - 10 % 






















































[ HFT \—W*Z 1 ] 


^ mm : 


21 







**** 

cjr m 











ft 

^^<€1 ^T?I 




’ 

5 - 15 % 


50. ufttn aft feft aftrat (feet feft aqeft) smiR aft aft feRT 4 
Hgc^uf afe aft afeft t niafft 2001-02 aft Haft eTPTct ft afe Stlft ft) 
ctidvjjc; fflft aar afet ff wffrT ft^aft aft feft t l rjftt im ft fta^ 
ftftt ft §q 3 trafe <£ nfa jjpst ft sirr aft aft f^ra ft askrajft afe 
TRfifRT feft t I 

51 . fta^ ftat ft fa RTfcrcT strafe aft aftrar afeftt ft- n% rrafe an fefon, 
?pjftt fen atafft ft fta^ ft?T ft fa infer strafe aft rafe sft^ra nfa 
^ aft fetm ^ftt nan ft tfej sfen aft rafe 3ftara feet Haft aajeft 
ft> ^rra anfe fftrar w t I ^ nftraratft strafe aft nfa *}en aft noraT 
fes? ftaT ft fa strafe ftr fttsnftan? ^ ft aa> nfeict fsHra pr sik 
ctr^ ftfe ^) feaaR aft aft 11 

52 . nkj vi^tVi aft feet ffeft q^<ft an fetfer afet fa tAej^ \ 3 tiPi 5 Rt 
s^tt nsn, annr ^ qft afe?R ftk nart afetn ^rara na ft* aft 
11 

53 . ant aftna na fft feft an feka araft ft) rrafefe afer ftftr/ftftt ft 
fa rafftr sfkta nfa aftna aft cjeHi fea 3tafft ft feta ferfffta nft^ 
aftm ftt feft-afla feft aftna ft ^ttst aft aft 11 

54. ntfenft fe aRar t fft afer ftar ft fa strafe ft feoj aaftn ftt feet 
feft aajeft stk arm ftt ak| afttn ft fka si f rapid feft affta ftfet ft 
nannjft anft sttft ft fetft n fe ra aaaw nganjft aftna afeftt sfk ant 
aftna na Hfftrat fft t i afeft, afer ftar ft straiffta afer aa^ aft 
menM ^ea> naff ^fRtft fea ft Het) i adt*> ’ aftrat afeftt ftfer ftfe fti 
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gTfSfgg^ 0F ift gfc gRct f % SffcT 3Tgf?t c£ eft 

f%g>t gW 3 ggfgr g>ft 3 uf t gft Tig^g ^?r g?f gnftcr gRc> fi? firing 
aatgi ^ fg gifei smiRfi 3 gzftg efft^rcT ggft eft g#ft t i f^ferg, 
gftgg g?Aft gg ffcftgR ?rag ^?r ft fg grfor -amrraf gg gt gftgg 
IT’TTctt cf^T ggf gft ftftgg, g# t I 

(ii) grfer OTgrfti gg gfcra fir gen ggig ft ggig: 


55. grftiggft ftte gRft t % ^raft ftg^r ftg ft fg gTtftg ^TRmff ft) 0 rtt gg 
f|ggg, ■q*cj i Rgfrg cfft gftgftr ft gftgr gRft gT fri Rift ft fcrg gggft 
gR t orfftR StfcT 3tgfft ft ftgH gftcj fftgft gftgft ft gift) fftftg gftg, 
fftgrft ftg^ ftgr gnfftR t, ft fg grfer amrra^f gft ft^aft fg gftgr t i 

gr.4 3 Ri arfft tu q g o ^ i gft wq 

56. ■aftej, Rgftg gft qrsn ft)g aW gg gftftg OTgiftr ft ggig ft)g g% srfft 

ggggft ftft OTgTcT gft gRTT gg ’Jcg, ft*c| Rlftg gft SRcTT, vJcglgW, SRRTT 
RgfttftcfT gg f%cfrt 3i)g gfTg ft) fftfftR ft gTRR fftgft ft gRT gft 

fcRTT ft)g 3Rg 31Tf§Tg> glgg^S, ft) ftft^ Rfttg gft ft srfcT gft ggftft f, 
gft RTg gRft ft gggTcT glfftggft fftRTfgfR fftgftgR gRft f- 

i) gR n g g r d i qg g r <alftg> gg ftgilftd qgig 


fftggR 2000-01 

UPTIggRT gfft gift-gift **** 

Rgcff«rsr ioo 

OTlggicIT ftt.Sg/fftg **** 

■{£ftg«g 100 


2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 (RTg- 
3|g1?l) 

* *** 

* *** 


124.18 

124.35 

145.99 

* * ** 

**** 

**** 

123.21 

120.54 

136.89 


57. gftcj, Rgfrg gft gSRIggidl ftf vjgglgg gg 3tlft gift) gRc£& ^ 3lfgRT 3 
gTgT gRT t gfrg gfcrf^g BcgTgg ^ gjrfqT ^gR §OT t I 
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ii) ctto tjg ^<i>? trr cji'kiftcb tTci *Nioj snrra 

58. <f> 3P!% IWIoH)’ ^ 5TTO fief IfcTTF 

4 wjcft <jfe git ftctft t ^ft i^c| ^ ^ t i 

?tSJTpf, 2001-02 <& ^PT 3Ppft dl'*Wddl *T ^JETTC 3TT% ^ 

^ dww<di 4 l>Kicie 3n^ t 3ik ^rm arcrfSr ^ 

cRJcft 4 3 t 4 ^ SPR 1 ^ Cp^ft 3TRT yn^t t I 


ra<wui 

^cbi 4 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

om 






Rstf cTI^TcT 

^/ 4 t.-^T 

* *** 

**** 

*.*** 

**** 



100 

85.73 

90.60 

90.96 

I^s£l d>)dd 

^./ 3 t.^ 

**** 

ilMM§ 

**** 

**** 



100 

98.85 

92.47 

95.58 

crm/?rf% 

35 ./^.^ 

iqqhii 

**** 


roiiM:- 

nmmm 

to 

$V> 

% 


( 100 ) 

48.49 

( 71 . 45 ) 

( 43 . 64 ) 

tAc| l^fsbAl) iR 
■cfeT efm/lTf^ 

?m ^0 


m 

HI 




100 

55.46 

( 84 . 58 ) 

( 58 . 04 ) 


q \\14 *>. 

**** 


* *** 

**** 



100 

100.09 

96.49 

98.37 

ijdeftaiK ^ 
crm/uRr 

ITRI ^). 


**** 

H 

**** 

KMH- ;, 

IbjBipffla 


( 100 ) 

325.69 

( 63 . 89 ) 

( 12 . 01 ) 


iii) yl'j)Mi'{ ?wr *)v>i<jR<ji 

59. xW l K ^ if *IFJcft ftw 3l4 t I ^cPT <R1T Hv^R-Ml c£ cfFTm 

cZRJ *T eTWT 20%. cjfig- I I f^Kj, ^?R <R1T ^fp5T^t <£ WI 4 cJRT 

4 gepfto sraM <3hm *r ^ ?r cp*r xhtri ^ t i 
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facial 

5RTf 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

TftiPIR 



. . __. 


L. 

ti ^^7, gTji^^^Fnl 


**** 

**** 

* * ** 

**** 



100 

104.51 

104,51 

102.26 


efl<sl ^o. 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

q^frl 

SsHMii 

100 

107.94 

113.79 

.... 

120.15 

oiAnti 

*1*4 

dKS *>'. 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

HfpT 

mmm 

100 

103.28 

108.88 

117.50 


iv) Pfet qq «tra aft? ’jsft fet q>t Trrnszf 

60. ^efrn <£ fefe qn^-fenreq qq ^ qq>q mt? <Rn qq 
3rra is qM 4 feom ffen Tm t I fegq> qqre>r$r i fen t fe 
qfeft is q^ra qqtf-feqicR 4 tjejr ^3n t l feg qrfenrft 4te err t 
fe ?icrtfe qfeft qn tfto qqtf-feq^q 3RR t cifeq qqfe E^fesnq 

qqTcH 7f 37TcF> RR 4 q4 2001-02 4 RR felT^ q> qn? qsfe-feqi<R 
cfft ferfci fens qr| t l ^rR ^rt rtt| q| ifuft qq aro amnq <n§ 
-jftq fe^cT qqf eft ^crt 4 f^iPr feRq^ 1 


RTC3 75. 


t^rm 

2000-01 

2001-02 

_. . J 

2002-03 

2003-04 

qrm 3mfa 

crmf qf ’jftt- 

qqqqjq + 

ffenqftcf ijoft 

**** 

**** 

* *** 

**** 


100 

96.33 

101.84 

100.52 

RUT 


**** 


^****^ 
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?j#fq 

( 100.00) 

( 55.46) 

( 84.58) 

( 58.05) 

*IM 

* *** 

**** 


**** 


100.00 

120.79 

106.48 

75.78 


**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

^41 <£d 

100.00 

445.27 

146.79 

108.42 

ermf fi t ij# q? 
3im-im<4M>ij + 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 



100 

462.23 

144.14 

107.86 


v) ’jA 

61. q>?eIT t ft> q^cj I3#q % cTWT *** ^5 Wt # T# 
ftft?r 3T#t ftyp $m?TT <# 3icRf«r ?mmi qm£ 3mft smqi 6250 
ft.-^q % ^(ilcR 8800 ft.'eq q>? eft t I vim 3l<jft 4> ft?FT q^ej, q#q 
gm 3ft? 3# #i ^qT ijoft ft#r qft ftmT w t 3fl? 4tflift> 
ft#q ftmi & ^q# sift sft? #^ tj# f#?T q># # ftvHT #f t i 

vi) qreq # *rmr 

62. vim amrfSr 4> ft?m ?#§■ #i ff ?iqq wi srynPm qrftm qqfm t I 

vii) #*fift # jmrfacT qr# q# cFI?q>: 

63. #ftq#t fte q>?m t ft> ftm «nvn? 3 gusT eimft ?nqfM eft #qft q 

mfer t ftr?# 3mft eft geim 3 # 2001-01 3 qr$ 

f5l?l<Tc: 3# ^ qiq q^c| q> feU? ?#5 q?eJ3lf # vicMI^ elPm 

swifter ftft t 1 vim 3iqft 3 q^ ^fm # f#ci ft# q?jeft *f qpjeft 
q> qiqvjq q^c| q#q # ft# q?jcft deMleH qqft 3ft? 3?I# 

ft# qrft # ijft enTRT qft ftWel ?T# t I 


551GI/2006—4 
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64 . mfe)cfrrfr ejf ^ t % ejects ^ czrcfBr^ wwh ^r#f 

t 3 ik #ERt 3 TW ■>TR^ ra<^ e^ <J>T ERP ejr? t I 

^rfc^j, tfcrarof cfftTRft jnrrfcRT graft t i 

65 . ^fre gran t fft? Efgit erej gn gifer 3 tTgrEr ft?r TrfftE! g>^ 

^r nREftg ^TwfR ft 3TRH t aft? EjMfa ftEJ, WTvStcT 3ik ftftRTgn <ft 

raraft ^rflcT g>f ftgft if rag gst ^ t I ^ E^ff -ft f|^ srRimf gft w 
rartra t aft? rag 3 Tcrf£r Eft ^tRR ^ R^tcft % nn 3 iRmft ftr Efcj Ejgtg 
gft EftftiEft ra ^TtRft "^cbi^l ra fra gg nmg w t | 

viii) fra^cft 


f^cRUT 

i 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

- 3 Tcrf§r 

^ 3 tET Ef 

Eft.SEf 


**** 

^ =f= H= =f= 

**** 

^^■■1 


100 

341 

315 

213 

E 3 ? 5 ISEt ^ % <£ 
Enq Et ttTEER^ 


100 

278.02 

263.87 

259.33 


66. e^ ^sftg Eft w Ej#t ft' ftgfftET aftgft ggftg grra 

f?rfcr t aft? e^j, Enra? ft ej^ Ejftftr srt aroft EjErar gft f ^nr? raft ft 

ratgft 3T5RETT gft E^^ftft t I 

ut .5 arai urt erit gn^iMc*) ftgg 

67. rarggft ft g? eri* f^JTT t % rafftg arrara srfft e# fcp? ffti>ftgR 
ra^t f, gfft gftf t, Eft ?raft Eftftj, Ejsftg gft arfcr ft t I Ej^fft ri? Eig> 

fftm t % Sffft, gfft gftf t, E^c| raft 1 ! gft 3ftftraTgEft rats g>T 

3 TRfra 3 fR Eragft arsfERTT ft ggra gf t aft? gft mg ft?r/ftg ft 

gifftET 3TTEfTcft gft EJfWTft ETff Sgggi ra raRcT! t I ragtft 3TTA gg Efft 
tftn t % rats gft fttfftcr rang ft gra^i ei^ 

3RT§fT3ft ^?r ejei Efra^r ^r xFT 5R Etft t i wtirar ^ertn ^ Ejf et^ 
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t fe fera cp# etm afk ^Wr ^ 4R<^ 3 ^jofe «rcenF aim ti 

Fwife FncRiFT nnfe fr 13fk RFtft F>t 3 tt^ anfeF amiR *rc fe 

^rfe t, ftff 3M7rt t FFtfe Ffecfr 3 FKfFnft ffmf *n$ ?m 11 

68. *fe| ^fen % cra^ fen t fe fei^ $ §n Rfer ansfe F>t ftft 

aTTFR fe if F>H 'JIT viiiiqi i^cFj-FFTF % 3ft? FF jj>el tReJ^ *ii J l FF 

qTWT 2.26% t, fe ?F FSF F>T Fnfe t fe fesf ^?T ^ 

Ffe ffitf <r nreFfe ft g?F> ctpj t I ffekF, feft ferRr *r RFi Rrafen 

FFfa FTFT ^ fefe FRFT wft 7 * 3 FT t, FTFFfeft FJ 6 F 5 F> FTFFJ? FF 
JFmoft 3 FPTT# WRfr t fe FTFT 3 37 fef> ^ 3 Tfe> FJcFi F> SjfchHF< u l 
Ft FTF-FTF F>t Weft t I sfej Ffen arprFFcfe^ttfeFF^ 
fefenn Ffen fet Ft ffff nFTfer fift F>t fen afk <+>K«iicH<*.di Ft 
FTFFi atoPT-atoPT t I FF cfe fen FFT t fe FR FFft 3 FFTF F>t FTFT 
FJR t 3 FF cpjff SRI FlFFfeft FJcF? ePTF? ff t afk <pfep 
fenRTFFFt 3 1% FTFIR fefe fe fec| ^fen F>t feeT FF FFfe FFT FFFF 
FTFT -TOI t I FtrfeFJ 2 . 26 % Ft Wf ffelt F 5 t srfcT FF FFFF fet Ft foR 

3 rqfe<T m 3 arfern Ftf ffen «tt wi 11 

69. FF kfe 3 3?fctF F*ffen 3 fen Ft fife ?rfen Ft FPfef FF feipF 
FFFF5 FFT afecftF Pfe|i| ^ fefat 3lk 31-j-ctiq 3(3TJ^F 3.5- 
'*KU|leH'«b feiS ^Tf%eT) F?t cZnFFTfe>FT ^t 3 Tk « 2 tTF ^IcbRd fem W 
tl FF cfe felT FFT t fe amffel-aifefeTT ^ 3TRJcf 
w niFFfeff 'Ffet efft sifer ^nffar ^ arftcttn ferra % f# ?kfe ^ 

WIF5 fRuITF F5t W felT fe wM FRR ^ 3TJ^F 3 3 

fertfer Ftfeg 3 tfe wftw srf% Fft wfft feikn tR rpj f# 
fen t i anfem fenm ff ’ft fefe fen m fe nTFFFfe frr few 

mfefeM fe FF FTF fe FFT^t F^f t fe FF S# F>t feTTFFT ^ 

feifer ^ ferF fencF mfer 3nmFt ^ fftf ff ^tfff nk i ff '•ft 

fefe t fe nienM w ^ srjE&F 3.3 ^t sifef ?rtten 
cF^ Fff feft t I 

'j'kfer ?fef 3fk anitefe ffenn ^ fe^Kf fen? ^ fer fe 
fefe atfer Ffesn ^ medM frr ^ arjEfej 3 ^ fff srfer fft 


70 . 
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A4A At site attest* t, wfAwA A afh? Aftp 
«At cRTT A?T A BtA ^TTcT TTrfecT 3TRTTA A Ate 3>RRl'Wt> AAl afA 
srfrr At Ttemr At TTrar-^rrar site At 11 

i) at^j AtAt A fi? arroraf At trit AteA 

71. 3RjAte 3.5 A 3fgYTK 3TAJIW7 fAAteR A fcT? cfJRSJ A W A 
tefet AteA *r wft AA w? atraraf At ww crtt ^ At site ajm^zra? 
ti nAreAt Ac sRctt t % site arAA A Awt Art At 
wtpt, chi Riii, ^Afte Tte, ©rroftcT aw AfArrAt 7Tf#n atAp ar^sr AAf A 
ajRmi t l tetefte stsir A Awnfea tr an t# At ww 
vhtrt ^r#f t <wifA wft Atet A qrterr atRrtet <pt f#Rtr jcr 3nteA A 
3% A A gp? t I ?raffA sirth cru AtfAn ^ Arif *r site 
arete A Arts me^M ^c*p wn gatT m Atere vreAcra arre At# A 
arrera reiAt rereT A A t# A I ?r AtAt A AA reA 3mmr refer Afeit 
Rf? rerj re? f afR wrA reA| isAm A wA Afet stetAt t|# 1 

ii) Are A reAt 3#7/amctT Tarer A AeA A gg o tra 

72. fcRTRTAA vJWre At -JIR ^TFT A W 3rete A A7R 3TTOR cpf At 
garer A wvm 59 % At retAt g#t ^ <^it# R# t 1 w A 
w A Trere fcA A Aw At# rri «re<Hi<r sA 3rrre t srtfe reAj; 
^Ate At A tA site m iprr ^ reA I 

iii) otfNR At ArratnrVcJ) q^frrai alt? teArft tisjT rA| ww t «wA A Ate 
Htewsrt 

73 . q«RPRt A re? w# fen t fA wiR *Aoj, ^wrere - rewrM 

d ) icfich'i nfepfet AraAr t^rfSrajR g>T Ajir ^rA g>r irirt ^r 
wr t l RfAcmA Ate cirr t fA 3TRmr w A A 

wfteT t aite wteR A ?7tAt At# rjrr AAAmRte; m<sRiA ^i#f ti 
Ao 3 rr #^7^51 ferfAAs A crt A wng' *rra qn ^iwra t I A?r 
A AAt wnr iR At# Act#«t ^r#t ctei fat t aite fAfAte Arif A wrar 
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^TToT ff suftf ^ift t tk ff Ft^ ffitffi f> ^fif yftwif frft t I 
ft>g, ftfiFF tfpcft t 7t siifif ff tpj® ftf ft fi qtfer stTFitf Ft 

F7T t ftFtftel ft^IT FFT t FTFFT FF FIFF Ft 3IT#T Ft RTFF 4 ^P! Ft 
3lttF ^IFT t I 


iv) atetPra ft ff ftFFF wart ftFfa Pwi<h 

74. ?FgFT FSTFFt t FFt ftFT t ft? Ft^ FFltF FF 3TFRIol 7TFF 311FF7 Ft 
Ft T^t Sift FF T?F5 F>RF £l FFF1T t I ftf^FI t?t t FFFtFFFt ftt?ft 
\3dJKF> Ft vidJIFd ^ftFTst Ft tt HlftFFt gRT ftf*FT FJRt gt ttFF 
4-Sdld Ft Ff 3fk FF t*3T FFl ft? t vidJK* Ft[ft cRF tt vldlMH 
Mt git ft Ft Ft cfPJ FRt t I FRFF t, ft?F Ft 3lftFF?I vJcMKF> ’JFFF7 
utt sktPlFt Ft anjuftF FFFTSlt IRT ftFttel tl ill Pi Ft FF FFtF FRct 
t I FFt ^ fF5 vJeFTFFt Ft FeFlFF SIFFT eTOT FTFT FRF Ft FteJ 
vicF I FF> Ft STFcTT tl FF1FT f*FT Ftf t I 3RJ: Ftej; F^ftF Ft 3I<picT 
STFFT 3RTFT jtetPl'Ft ftFFF 31FFI FFHFF Ft 3J<ptct F^ft Ft FFt Ft 
FtcJ FTCTPT Ft Ftt FTcft Sift FF TJF5 W Ftf FTFT FIT TTFtcTT I 

75. FlftFFt FtF FRFt I % utej, FStF FF ftFRTEffF FFITF FF F|F tt 
^JtFT ftFfa FF7IFR FtFT t, FTolfftt F^f FTTF 3TFft Ft tkFT FFF fftt 
F?lft t I 31F: Ftc^ FsfR FF ftFfcl pTFTFF FfF tt FFT t 3fk F*Rt 
FtcJ FFTtF F> RsJIFF W Flit Mft<J<H JTFIF Ftf F5FT t I 31F= ftFfF 
fWlFF Ft FtcJ Fstm Ft tt Ttf Sift FF IJF> FFFF Ftf FIFI FIT FFFTT 

t I 

v) vjefl' , l ctf FFFFFiFl 

76. FftFT FFFFF FFT tftFT FFFFF Ft t Ftc| F^ffl Ft FFTTFFkTI t 
FFFt ^FR F#FT T IFT t I FIF: FFTTFF5FT FF> t^lT FFFFT Ftf t Ft FtcJ 
FltF Ft Ftt FTct Sift FF F>RF FF 7ft I FRFF t. FtcJ ^itF t 
FIFtt ^FTTFFkIT t '^FR FRt fl? 3Plt Ft^ TTFTdF t Ftt Flcft Flft Ft 
FFf FRt FF TTFRl ItRIT I I 
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u. after ft grift g?ft ararai ^Rrftt ifrcrffft fttft eft wert 

51.1 ft fcTElU: 

77 . ft gft fen ft 1% ^sjr gft fttft meft after gft grftr 3tfer 

Rftsn ft rTgeT aftanaff ft ftgft ft gRoft ft 3ik n fft anftgn ffts^qui ft 
fftR fftftfer gmgft ft angR m I ggftfft 3 tr ^rrcfr ft ^rra-gnei nft fen ft fft: 

• grarrn eft ftg^ ft?r ^rfer arAg> ftft ft ftt gft ntfer 3ngrft ft nrcrerem n?ft 
ft ft ?rfft ft gftt ft 

• ftg^ ft?r ft ft gft 3mnft gft ggr? ft gfti ftftrft ft 3r? ftt g>ftft ftt gftt ft afR 
ftft fth^r ^ecf> fe? gnftft ft ftft fftlfft ft ftfacT ^ftft ft cffi& ftft; 

• fe gfeg ft?r ft rnfftcr anntft gft to ft arggfen ftft; 

• ftw^ ft?r ft \iwigg «FppRn BRft gft| ftn ft gi|er arfftn ft 3 fR fta^ ftgr ft 
anftftp xjtpjggr otr ft; 

• fftjft 2-4 gft ft ftgnr gigg ftgr ft ferfa ft gft artft ft fegft g? ftfts fftcror 

ft fft fen am nrgggtft ?ott grim ft ft gft ftm ftft gftfe fti^ 

ft?t ft wft ftftftra 8RcTT ft 3fR ?gt TO gn g3cRt ft fe ?gt arcrggg gRefT ft 

ng? gft fftrft gn nftn nrgftn w? ftf gft ft font fegr gmRT, 

• fe ftgjgr ?[?g? gft fterft ft gfftmrgggR 3fR 3tfer> ftftcr ^rt ftm afR gftcj 
■nfttn eft grmg?n ft. 3fR arfen gft ftrftt; 

• fft ftrej fth gft srf% gft ^g gft ft fft ftgjgt gjgg> anrafa ft; 

• (ft gftj ft ft 'vTeMKen afft fftfag; c^ft ftft ft ft gmrg ftftft gg ftng ggftr 
gn nren cm ft ft i grggg ft fen ftftn gg ggft 3mr ftft ftt fetfa gft gift ft, 
w ngr ftftra ft 3m ft fen g? fgrgg gigg ft fftftr fftn gn ggt t i ^grfftf 
nR?r gftg ft ft feftfft ft fft? ^ 3?Tgftg5 gTsrrc g^T fan ft afR ftft 

wt ft ft iTRftg gigm ft nren ft 3fR aiflra^ ftjft ; 

• fft ht^ ^ecn ft gnm ftg^ ftr ft mfer amnft ft gnsfR feft ft g>ftt anft ft 
fenft nFfeT ftt ftft gift mfei mws nfetfer ^ ft; 

• fft ffttr ftfer m w gn fftgftt fftm gn g?i ft ^nft feg im ft fftftt ^urgg,- 
ftf BWTgg eTFRT ftt g^ftt gftf ftt gigftt ft; 
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78. msk ft mmk ft cfe fen t fe mmk nft c|Rdfft<f> «fft #n mkt t 

sfk fm me nft mjgft ^TWcRT 11% nlft ^Jc=cF> ?5WT vSTTcJI t eft «rf% w€t 

3T8Jcn ^enft J^ItT feft I 

79 . nnfenm n^ nin nft armft fe^kfe ft Ekej mefm ft arrft n? en£ fen t fe 

wfft mmem rnnftl mfe mfer anrnei eft iftfen nnn<sf mr mmrfen aik 
mmfer rnmni mr amnke feft mfe n fe mraft <ft mfeft m, ftknfe • 
mfenkf mm »'i-ciici fern mmr % i m^gift en> fen % fe mn ?jen> wj mft 
fer t ftr mmi ft?r ft fftnfenft n> fen eft fefen nrmkr ft fftnfe femmeim 
nk| meftn nft mftnenftaeT, ftkp mmzft n> nw ffeft eermnft nn men? 
fern 3frfft rnnffte nrnnii n> mnft ft ffeft mmfer kkfft nft mkr mmn 
arftf&e t i mn?ift fen t fe n> fftnfan? ftkp mernM 

ipnft $ mm 3rfftm mm ft fftnfe n# nm qft t aik gft grn fenr *rmr $ efr 
?n meT3ft ft fer nft mreft mrnnm t i ?mft nrcrnnr ftn^ fer 3 men 
mkt qgft % gm me nft mne elk m? ^ffe fe men eft mkt qgft nft mmem 

t sfk nfen njem rerft nft f^rfe ft men 3 aik arfftm <|f% feft afk fmn* 
qfenemrwr ajk nftee mfeft gpft I 

so. m ftt enf fen mn t fe eT?mn n> fftnfenft nft eenen nmeT mnnft me ft 
rnmft atfen t i f?r smer ^ 3ramr me nft fe ni$mn ^ ferfem 3k ft 
qm fenH menffer mq qgi t, nn nw ftk nn n? ar3 fan fe W 
m^a mnmr arsfte nft feM ft nnft ampft I ft3 nffen ft Pralen> 

^ mm ferra anrgmT rnnm #ft fernmr mnn nKftkr rnnn fen I n? ftt efe 
fenmntfe eT?nm,?m e?mn mt n3t mm ft irnrntn nft fertn mmn t 
tfefe mm ?m mean nft mnftm nlf t ^rnfeq ?m menn nn 

gwt 3 mntem'T ffe mrft nft mrnnm t i 

3t.2 mnrnjkr v> fenn 

8i. 3nrnenft aik arm femn nsrmkr ft efe fen t fe fen nq ft ntmnaff ^ 
mffer arjme ^ mm an^ft mr feram t aik am mer nft amjfft ^nef fcfeft 
mennnft irm 3nnen arm m? nft mnft t i ?mfck mn aik an^fft ^ nnci fq 
qk<jnn ft aik ?m mrmq ^ ffeft feftnr ntrnm ft men ftift nft gfnfer 3 nft^ 
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otm ft I flcRcs? wfet % nft f^n ft % fen arcrf^r ft fern fttftt nfelft 
% ftfeT 3cW ft ffe? n§rT mn FRlfe mT 3TOm fen nm ft | 

sferft nft fen ft fe fen 3fe& ft mn ft ftfer ftftft y<:nisbftj tr ’ft fern? 
fern mrm Pilfer gftfft ft>tfcm snmffe mfet mmftt ftt fttnft ft ffe fttft 
ft mRm fen mrnR ft fep fttnftt ft mcferm nferft |ft t I ?fefe? ftn^f 
ft?r TR'^cn? ft mtft Rgft ftt 3nn?wm nftf ft I 

31.3 Jnfemfl srt fen 

82 . fecj nfen ft nft fen ft fe feffep mfen ft 3tnftn 3fen ?m mn ftt fen 
nfer ftt ft fft nm mnnfeft ?jom ft? ife? ft Bfttn ftt feft nnft Tftt 
3mm ?mftt gmnffft fttft ftt wmn ft fe Ffeftp? ft fefeRi ft ffej 
^feifcg mRftt tr amnffe fttft fen ftrmjft fttftt I nfeft nftcj Tjfttn ft nft 
ftn ftftn nm ftn ft fft ftmnm ftftft ftlft fen nfer 7§nft ft sitort tr ftt 
mraffe nftf ftrftt mfft? nftfft mft mRft ?rft ft fe 3m mn mr nm cmrft ft 
ftp? fft nj?m ?mft ftt fftrft ft mn ftt mrnnr ft, fen ftt fet mftt fftjft ft 
ftp? feftftn ftt mmft ft i fnftp? mfefet ft ernn ft mp? m? mftt mRftt ftt 
n? nm nrmft ftffe?fenfttnftftfftnm ?m ftp? mrft ftt ftfeft ft 
feft ft mrft ftt fenmn ft i ftftn ft fftfeftfftn mRftt ftt fen ftt 
nft ft: 


(ft) ftn^ fei fef arm nftft ft mfet annift ft ftt m? 

nrat ftt.mr ft 



200001 

20001*02 

2002*03 

2003-04 

(fen srafft) 

4)ft mFnft 

301.25 

340.22 

297.71 

303.86 


100.00 

112.94 

98.83 

100.87 

Jcf ^RTld 

3213.16 

3821.99 

5035.46 

6691.51 

^frr 

- r ■«.. 

100 

119 

157 

208 


83. n? ftm nrn ft fft nfej ftn ft mfei 3nnm mn mnfft ft fern fftmft 5j?m 
emj an, 300 ftt.mr nfenf ftt mr n? cRwn fftR nft ft, mnfft ?ftt arefft ft 
3nmn fejm ft ftt arfen ftt m? ft i fefen feft ft arrarat ft ftfer Rift 
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^ srfSrar nRcfen cm feife Mf feerar t i srroraf ^ Mi?n ^t wt 

ift Mfe fecMT t 1% MM Tf UK i vril ^ g>&f> Mfi ifc cTPJ « TTg H^ T ^ t 

3JcW $ dldop Rft 3Rfe ^ ^RFT tnfcTcT 3 rM M TO3T 4 3RqfM gfe 
t Mffe Mr % infer 3TRmr Mm M t ffeM ?n? Mfe fe?rar % 
fe ^ TOPR ifr TOT R ifflR M w t vifr Strara WT 
t drafe w <fc ;ron TOff % eng ^ep Mr fe cregaft to 

totrt totot to to fen t i swfeTtj *j5?n fer tot fM «n% M farter 4 nfeT 
3nrofr M too 4 M M fermr 11 

(<!l) feldlH feq ftHTcTT 3ft? TO?cT M fenfel ffelfa 

84. feromt ?ro 3?fe%, 2004 ?ro wit® M totot) sffc 

Mfefror ^chM^cKH fgfcp ^r nis^ei M <^or error to fefer feror 

t - 16000 fe. TO (rfecRT TO 24000 fe.TO) fe PW 4 fefe cTT^M 4 fefepRT 

femfefeRT fsjn? (feferw) fe srgroc fefe rfenf tost d i s&ijd to? 
to totto 9500 fe.ro totrt aft? totto leooo fe.ro fefer toto % i 
3Tfefer eTTOT STfepfecI: feMr M fet fe? dlfe WcT feM fe fe? fefe fl 

85 . fen toto ferof fe feferr feror t fe ??t Mr fe dis^fe to? fe rrg?? 
annid* fen to.tot., ferron, mfeTO 3 ft? totot t fer fefe ?nMf fe fw 
feM (16000 fe.ro) fe Mm 85 % fefe to toto Wr t I nRd ^t ferot 

fer ^ n^3tt # ^ct feM ^ 2% % ift m w t 1 n? t 
fe di^ciH fe fefefef mrwT OTcn Mfet 'Eftcj fei % w?5t 3rfM ti : : 

86. JfTfemit ■$ £JTH fe w ^TcT clfe nf t fe Mt <PT vDcMIcM M ^ Ife 

fera Mfe ^mifecT tR ?5i t ffeann 3 ^ fan fe fM tjg> ng® ^ir 
3?s?fe fer Rfe feifer ^t Mt 3 ttM i nf ^M 4 fefc re ? ^ nm 
fera 3W5nfT TOI feft feMPI TO »Rfer TO5R feTT I 7IF 1ft M fferr 
W t fe dl$c|H RT MqR ^5T M ^TRTSft 4 frWFT nJt feqfe ^dl t vifft 
^8 W Mlfel MRT M t I ift ffefeT % 

'Hl'icl Mef W feft '4l'lid'< u l felj v>H% 'H , *ilddl % I 


551 GI/ 2006—5 
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(q) qflqd'i qq Tmra: 

87. ?q q>t qfaq q-jfrt qft qqift qTct ft?q WTR qeftq 3rt^5t % q? 

qfq>q PfcRTf 11% quft iM ctT^rf ft ffcq w qit qq^ qqjjsft q>t 3tfqq 
Prafa crwi i.30 3R.3ra? prfrr f%m. t ftfoq qrqt qir ftqfa qffqq 

1.24 SR. qfrT iff.qq t I ?qq> R2I-R8J ^ ff StRlctf qq W=R|tjt 
qjcq> qqq qfq ijcq qfoj, uefm Cfft Pmc7 ftqff qqjcff ft qpjeft qR ft 3tfaq5 
% Rj 1>HA q? 'tl<Pci f^TcRT ^ ft? ftR ‘i'lujcq dtl^d! qq q<*<s ^T'ft 
■>TR#a qRTR if TTcRT ^ # t, qqqq qff^ qffqqf T? qFjcftVtqqqRq? 
qffqq qqtq r^tt t I qqift Rftqqft qfe qqqq I ft? qift qtftq ^Rft % qiftq 
3TRTqi RT qfcj, qq 3Rqftq> qffqq Ftqqqff qqtq W t I ^qfttq. 3J?q> 
qft insr fcH^ wif q>f f^ftt if qq^T if?I ft STORt q> q^q ijeq qq q^ qetR 
qq qffqq qq^ft sRqftq? qiqq q?ir qft qqiqqi jt ftrct^ qffqRqqqq q^[ 
qijfq qfr 3fk 3tftq? wr ?fqT I 

88. qq^qq ft qfttqrc Rftqqft qq ftw t fft qreq stk «tRr ft qnft qftt q>t 
qqiqqT ft qftt if qk| qsfR ft qftf if qqftt qq t, Slft r fft ftq«ng qstqqff 
% q? qft fftq t fft ftft dl$i^ ft STTRct qq? ftra qTqnq ft fttq ftft f 3tk 
qft qjoq? iff ?qi fkqr qtRT t eft q^ q?trq qq 3tqq q^f q%qT i < jjci<ff qft 
ftt ^ddi if qriq srqft ^ 4lqq >(i«i<s q^3rf qffqqf if Ptqqq ^ iff 
qm qq q^q firqqi t f% qft' ^qq> ^srif qnff t qf qq ^ snqiqf qq 
qiqfciq q5fqq qiqq q%qr i qq^ ftqfqqff qq f^qMfig^ffqqqq iff .qq 
^q $ qq?q f^rafq 3Tfq^f ft nq^e t I 

89. qqfqq ^ qtqqq qrf^qqff qq fctqrc t qft' ?qrft qn^ t ?ft qTqq 3tk 

qflr ^ qrrff 75% 3 Tqqt yt; ^ q 5 t qiqqqT t 1 

q. 3t«fctqqff c^fqq qfk qiqq hiRih qq Prerfqq: 

90. ycb<£lchqu| ^ qiq 3R% Pl^dH if q^ qqfR %, qirfq ^ fcH? mfcT#q 
qffqq q>t qqqT 3tk qfer RfuR ^ f^rqfqq ^ yqlqdiff ^qq>f q|q Tjeq ^ 
qiq ^eidi ff qqf?fq q^ ^Et vjoi^ If 1 trrRtqqff qtq qqi^ q^ ^t q>t qrfq q>t 
q^ % 3tk qq qq^ q>t qild^f^d q5fqq qq qffq>eR f^q qq qqff q>t sqR if 
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335373 3fR 53(753 57735 ft 3733 ft Ejft^ 3ftl3 579T 335737 373lft 3ft 7J337 

3>t ft3g5 sfk ftftten 373 ft ft 39375 f^qrr 337 ft i 3ifft377ft sri Ekcj 

^ifm 3ft 37 % ftW 87fft3fft5 3ft35 377 fft3fo3 *** 3so/ftt.33 ft 337 ft 
f^ETT Wtl 

91. STfftmft gm fftftfkr gl ^fftd ^rct 3ft grfft qifftre ft fftqfoRpft 3735 ft97 ft, 
fft^M ft 3§3 TJo^I ft 3773 cjJcHT 3ft frf ft 3fk SlfcT 37faft 377 Pihi^r 

cT3T3T 33T ft: 

373%ft9r 3f3 *353 afftftfts 3ft35 «rfcr 3rfftr3 erfcT 3rf$3 cm <jt33t 

ftft 5T5ftft *** *** *** 5 ft 15% 

3. fftsfcft 

92. 3733, «7fft ft 3kj?T 353, 37I3R15737 3!33t ftk 3733 ftk «rfcT ft 377ft 95% 3ft 
7337337 cfft 33^33 3773 ft 3TTE7R 33 3Tf?7377ft 33 3? fftsjTft ft fft- 

1. 9735 %97 ft 3735 3T37 33 3Tfe5 3ft35t 33 3T3Eft3 37353 3 3ct37 3nft 

'jfl’51 ft; 

2. EJ^ TjftftT 377 3Tf%cf 3TT3T57 ft 333R 3735fftj7 SlfcT ft 3ft ft; 

3. ifft 9Je37 55T7J cjIIc) ft cfl 3735 %9T 37 3735 3ld 33 3733 3ff3 Ejft^ 

55773 377 gTfcT '37rft 35% 3ft 3RTJ33T ft I 

Ruh'lRft 

93. 3735 $97 ft ft 3ft 3773737 ft 333R 3753 53T gTfcT ft Wft 35% 3ft ft3733T ft 

3733377337 fftftRT 37 3^373R 37f%37jft 3ft 373 ft fft 37377 %97 ft ftft 3T% 
3773737 33 cTT'J 733137 3ft 377ft R3^ 35% 3ft 3773933737 ft I 3735%9T 'ft 57 3ft 
3753 ft ftk$37 353 37k EjftcJ 59773 ft7 57 3ft Stfft 3ft %35% ^3 3Tf%377ft 3ft 
373 ft fft T3373t ft 37971*73 fftq 377% ftt 3773933757 ft I 375-. 3Tlft37rft ?ft 
373oft 3735737 ft 3#3 ftTft 3f3j5 357 53T 5ftft ft ftftt 5T5%ft ft 3735 37c7 ft 
3773757 33 375537ft ?JetF7 cRTR 377% 3ft 3735T ft I 
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94. grftcfrtft IRf 3TWJ TO aftteTTOT 5?H 5J55? cTTet PfTO 5ft ^3% TtlfftTOfft 
TO5 ’TTfftpT 3mT «# *TTfuR 5* ?W ?lf%T 5> fftTOTOTO wW ^55? 
cFTTtJ 5Tlft 5ft f%Wp5T 5TOT t 5ftf?p 3lft?TTOT TO t cTlfft* ttftcj ^ErPT 5ft ft 
stPr toto 5ft to 5# i to firro ^ §q % *j5r toxt ft error 
TOT '5555 PlEriR-d 5555 3TTETR TO 3§T TO, TFlfSlTO^ ftftft TO?ft^ eft ’jeT eft 3TTOFT 

5?r % PratPra ro^r tot rft wft totoI to Pttototoj totoM 5555 TOr?t 

3*3ft 5ft PtotR?T 5TOT t ftfarfftr fttft # *1# ^rfiTOil ft ^fftcT t I 


555 ? wrioraji 


w 

* 

\ro-tfN 

am 

*TTcT CRT 

fctonn 

fe&oi 

tf)T 

f5mf?r 

ZBT 


m 

W* 

TTf^T 

E 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

1 

4002.59 



■4M1 

m 

cn^4 


a?T# 

187.90 


3m.^T. 

2 

400?. 59 

E 


m 

\ e 

cTT^r? 

aft# 

(fouofl 

3Tfsft£cRT 
a#f 4 

^ 5^T7) 

aft# 

aft# 

187.90 


am. ^r. 

3 

4002.59 



(ftteoft 
3lf?R4xH 
I3ff 3 

m<n 

tjxt 

7* 

5^7) 

m 

tfri 

aft# 

187.90 

■ 

. 

, 

3m.^i. 


3. 3PT«ft sftKTO: 

95. ft)45|Rsj| eft 3TOK TO 5>ftft5 TO5TO 5> TOft# eft 5ftt ftt TOftof TOT! 

3lPrfftro 55 5ro TOTTOfi rft 3T35TO ftlTOje^b, TOTO 555?, ft5T 555 ? TOMPr 
TOTTOpT55TOT rft TOST 5ft TOT^ft I 
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96. nrf?ra>i$l siRrPm ?Rra gwrt sfj^tr wi-w *r ^re 3 
WT$t fll4vr(P|cb ^EffT3ft 4> 3RJ?TR WT-*RRT TR 5^T ETSIT 3(^5rf^d 
Pr?^irH'*' 'OTRfr 3>r w^r, rs^er <tR% ■m ^thiRt eft 
3)i<iw^di *ft eir i arfepift srt ^ft 'Hrtten 4> fcR; fo# 

3Rf?tET TR cR ?R> cftf f^EfR ftRT RRRT mR ?R> ^5^ $x«it> TT3RJR 

1%, f?T f^raff^cT ^RT tffaT 4> iftcR JR^eT R^f RRflT t I 

fm£\ xr^. ftfcre mtaifr 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

SUNSET REVIEW 
New Delhi, the 27th February, 2006 

FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject: Sunset Review of the definitive anti-dumping duty on import of 
Acrylonitrile Butadine Rubber (NBR) originating in or exported from 
Chinese Taipei. 

No. 15/1/2004-DGAD. — Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 (hereinafter referred to as Act) and the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Duty or Additional Duty on Dumped 
Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 (hereinafter referred to as 
Rules); 

A. Background 

2. WHEREAS, having regard to above Rules the Designated Authority 
(herein after refereed to as Authority) initiated an antidumping investigation in 
1999 into alleged dumping of Acrylonitrile Butadine Rubber (NBR) originating in 
or exported from Chinese Taipei and Provisional Antidumping duty was imposed 
on imports of NBR from Chinese Taipei, vide customs notification dated 
02.11.1999 on the basis of the preliminary findings of the Authority dated 
28.09.1999. The final findings of the Authority were notified, vide notification 
dated 23.02.2000 and the Department of Revenue imposed definitive anti 
dumping duties on the subject goods, imported from subject country, vide 
notification dated 06.04.2000. 

3. On the basis of a duly substantiated application filed by the Domestic 

Industry, in 2003 in terms of section 9A (5) of the said Act, requesting for 
continuation of the duty for a period of another five years, the Designated 
Authority initiated a sunset review proceedings against the said measure vide 
notification dated 15 th September 2004, to examine whether the expiry of the 
duty would lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury. Investigation 
was carried out for the period, starting from 1 st April 2003 to 31 st March 2004 ^ 
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(POI). However, injury examination was conducted for a period from 2001-02 to 
2003-04. 

B. Procedure 

4. The procedure described below has beep followed with regard to this 
investigation: 

i) After notification of initiation of the investigation, questionnaires, along with 
the initiation notification, were sent to the lone known exporters/producers, in the 
subject country, i.e., M/s Nantex Industry Co. Ltd. Chinese Taipei in accordance 
with the Rule 6(4), to elicit relevant information. However, none of the exporters 
from the subject country filed their questionnaire response after the initiation of 
the investigation. 

ii) The Taipei Economic and Culture Centre, New Delhi was informed about 
the initiation of the investigation, in accordance with Rule 6(2), with a request to 
advise the exporters/producers from their respective countries to respond to the 
questionnaire within the prescribed time. Copies of the letters, petitions and 
questionnaires sent to the exporters, were also sent to the Taipei Economic and 
Culture Centre, New Delhi; 

iii) Central Board of Excise and Customs (CBEC) and DGCI&S were 
requested to arrange details of imports of subject goods for the past three years, 
and the period of investigations; 

iv) Questionnaires were also sent to the known importers and users of 
subject goods in India for necessary information. However, none of the importers 
of the subject goods filed any questionnaire response in the form and manner 
prescribed. However, the following importers and other interested parties 
participated in the investigation and filed their general responses/comments at 
different stages of the investigation. 

All India Federation of Rubber Footwear Manufacturers; 

All India Rubber Industries Association, 

M/s Sundaram Industries Ltd; 

M/s Sepulchre Brothers 

The views of the above interested parties, to the extent they are relevant, have 
been examined at appropriate places. 

v) Non-confidential version of the evidence presented by various interested 
parties was made available in the form of a public file kept open for inspection by 
the interested parties; 
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vi) The information furnished by the domestic industry was verified to the 
extent possible to work out optimum cost of production and cost to make and sell 
the subject goods in India on the basis of Generally Accepted Accounting 
Principles (GAAP) and the information furnished by the applicants so as to 
ascertain if Anti-Dumping duty lower than the dumping margin would be sufficient 
to remove injury to Domestic Industry; 

vii) A public hearing was also held on 17 th May 2005 to hear the interested 

parties orally, which was attended by representatives of the domestic industry, 
and importers/ users of the subject goods and representative of the Taipei 
Economic and Culture Centre, New Delhi. The pajj^s attending the public 
hearing were requested to file written submissions of viewS fexpressed orally. The 
written submissions received from interested parties have been examined at - 
appropriate places; ' ^ 

viii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts 
considered for these findings and basis of determination were disclosed to Known 
interested parties vide general disclosure and confidential disclosures to parties 
involved vide letters dated 24 th August 2005. Comments to the disclosures 
received from the interested parties have also been duly considered in these 
findings to the extent the arguments and claims made by various parties are 
substantiated with evidence and data; 

ix) The Authority has examined the confidentiality claims of various interested 
parties in respect of the data submitted by them. The information, which is by 
nature confidential or which has been provided on a confidential basis by the 
interested parties alongwith non-confidential summary thereof, has been treated 
confidential. *** in this Notification represents information furnished by the 
petitioner ori confidential basis and so considered by Authority under the Rules; 

C. Product under Consideration and Classification 

- * **•' 

5. The product involved in the original investigation was Acrylonitrile 
Butadiene Rubber (NBR), and covered all types and grades of NBR i.e. Low, 
Medium and High NBR. This being a sunset review investigation, the same 
product has been covered within the scope of this investigation. .. 

6. NBR is primarily used where oil resistance, abrasion resistance and heat 
resistance applications are involved. NBR is widely used in Defense, Automobile, 
Footwear, Fabrics, Printers, Oil field products industries etc. The product is 
classified under the category of synthetic rubber under sub-heading no. 40.Q2 at 
four-digit level and under no. 4002.59 at six-digit level. This classification is only 
indicative and in no way binding on the scope of present investigation. No 
significant argument has been made by any interested party regarding the scope 
of the product under consideration and its classification. 
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D. Domestic Industry and Like product 

7. M/s. Apar Industries Ltd., Mumbai has filed the application for the sunset 
review of the duty already in force. The applicant is the sole producer of Acrylo 
Nitrile Butadiene Rubber (NBR) of various types and grades and accounts for 
complete production of subject goods in India. The product manufactured by the 
applicant is technically and commercially substitutable to the product being 
imported from the subject country and therefore, treated as 'like article’ within the 
meaning of the term in the Rules. The applicant constitutes the ‘like product 
domestic industry’ within the meaning of the Indian Antidumping Rules. No 
substantive >ssue has been raised by any interested party about the scope of 
product under consideration, like article and the applicant’s standing to file this 
review application. 

E. Submissions of interested parties and issues raised 

8. Though no questionnaire response has been received from any importer 
or consumer/industry association, comments of the interested parties received at 
various stages of the investigation, including in the written submissions after the 
public hearing, have been taken on record and examined by the Authority as 
follows: 

E.1 All India Rubber Industries Association and All India Federation of 
Rubber Footwear Manufacturers Association 

9. The above interested parties in their brief submissions at various stages in 
this investigation have argued 

• That the petitioner’s application is incomplete and does not give complete 
disclosure of facts and data; and there are many inconsistencies in the 
data and facts submitted by the petitioner in different public platforms. 

• That there is a considerable improvement in the production/productivity 
and capacity utilization of the petitioner and therefore, there is no material 
injury caused to them. 

• That it is paramount that the interest of the users is also protected. 

E.2 Sepulchre Brothers (India) Pvt. Ltd. 

40. M/s Sepulchre Brothers (India) Pvt. Ltd, in its brief submissions have 
stated that 

• They are the sole indented distributors of NBR exported from Chinese 
Taipei. But they have not been able to do much business on account of 
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the AD duty in force against that country and during the POI they have a 
meager business of only **** MT. 

• That their import price was approx. US$**** per MT CIF and the landed 
cost to their customers inclusive of CVD and ADD was approx Rs****/- per 
MT, which was much above the locally available NBR. 

• That their sales are to the niche market, only for limited number of 
customers needing NBR for specific application, which cannot be 
manufactured out of locally available NBR. These grades are either not 
produced by the domestic industry or their quality is not up to the 
satisfaction of the customers. 

• While the capacity of their Taipei principals is good, they are unable to 
cater to the Indian market, because of huge demand and better price 
appreciation elsewhere. 

• That the ADD on the product exported by their principals should be 
drastically reduced, if not fully lifted, in order to enable the Indian industry 
to play important role international trade. 

E.3 M/s Sundaram Industries Ltd, Madurai 

11. M/s Sundaram Industries Ltd. has filed a brief response as the importer of 
the subject goods from Taipei and has inter alia submitted that; 

• That while the domestic industry’s interest is being protected through 
antidumping duty, the consumers of this product have no protection 
against significant cost escalation; 

• That compared to the POI of 2003-04, the current scenario of supply and 
demand, as well as prices, are entirely different. There is a tight supply 
position and prices of all types of rubber and rubber chemicals have gone 
up substantially in the last one year. 

• That at present question of dumping is irrelevant as the product is offered 
to the customers, by the overseas producers, on allocation basis due to 
tight supply position. Therefore, if the decision is taken on the basis of 
past data, the consumers will be affected as the situation has completely 
changed; 

• That the Authority should also consider the limitation of capacity and 
capability of the domestic industry to meet requirements of the domestic 
users in terms of quantity and variety of grades required by the users; 

• That switching over from one grade to other can be done only with the 
support of the respective manufacturer. Therefore, in spite of price 
difference, switching of products is not always feasible; 

E.4 Views of the Domestic Industry 

12. The domestic industry has submitted that the exporters from Chinese 
Taipei have intensified the dumping into Indian market by absorbing the increase 
in associated cost of production and raw materials cost. They have further 
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submitted that in a sunset review investigation, the Designated Authority is 
required to examine whether cessation of anti dumping Duty in force is likely to 
lead to continuance or recurrence of dumping and injury and therefore, current 
dumping and injury are not relevant. They have argued that as the anti dumping 
duty has been in force since last five years, the injury parameters have to be 
examined in the context of exiting duties and the review should examine whether 
injury to the domestic industry would continue or recur in case of revocation of 
Anti Dumping Duty. 

13. In this connection they have referred to the findings of other Authorities 
(EC finding in the matter of imposition of Anti Dumping duty on imports of 
Calcium Metal originating in Russia and China), in which it has been held that 
even though certain trends regarding the Community industry operations e.g. 
sales and market share had improved, it was considered that the community 
industry was suffering material injury, consisting in particular, of continuous price 
pressure and losses. The domestic industry has further argued that in another 
case (EC findings in the matter of Ferro Silico Manganese), it was held that 
though the situation of the domestic industry improved between the injury period, 
the positive development is to be seen in conjunction with the effect of the 
measures imposed on imports from other countries. 

14. The domestic industry has further argued that though after imposition of 
anti dumping duty on imports from Taiwan has declined, significant commercial 
volumes of the product have continued after imposition of anti dumping duty at 
dumped prices. They have further argued that imports from Chinese Taipei are 
continuing at dumped prices, in spite of the antidumping duty being in force, and 
the domestic industry still suffers material injury due to the dumped imports. In 
any case the Authority is required to examine the likelihood of recurrence 
dumping and likelihood of recurrence of injury if the duties are removed in case 
the: Authority finds no current dumping and injury. In this connection the domestic 
industry has cited the Appellate Body decisions in the United States - Sunset 
Review of Antidumping Measure on Oil Country Tubular Goods from Argentina. 
In the said matter the Appellate Body upheld the Panel finding that the obligation 
set out in Article 3 of ADA does not apply to likelihood-of-injury determination in 
sunset review. The Appellate Body also held that the ADA does not preclude the 
investigating authorities from cumulating the effects of likely dumped imports in 
the course of likelihood-of-injury determination. It also held that the conditions of 
Article 3.3 of ADA do not apply in the context of sunset review. Therefore, the 
arguments of the interested parties on the current dumping and causal links are 
immaterial in this investigation. 

15. The domestic industry has further contested the arguments of the 
importers that the imports from Taipei was for the niche market and at a higher 
price than the domestic industry’s price and have argued that the landed value 
(without ADD) from the subject country are much less than the domestic 





[ MFT1— 




43 


industry’s price for the equivalent grades. They have also contested the claim 
that the imported grades have different finish specifications. 

16. They have also contested the arguments that the exporter from the 
subject country is finding difficult to cater to the Indian market because of better 
demand and price elsewhere. They have submitted that the gap between the 
prices to the Indian customers and other countries have significantly reduced in 
the injury period. 

17. The domestic industry has further argued that the situation subsequent to 
the POI can neither be legally considered, nor factually seen in isolation. A host 
of parameters might have changed in the post POI period and any selective 
reference to the same would be unfair. They have argued that increase in prices 
in the global market does not mean no dumping. 

18. The views of the parties to this investigation have been taken note of and 
appropriately addressed in these findings to the extent they are relevant. 

F. Examination of confidentiality claims 

19. The non-confidentia! submissions of the domestic industry were examined 
by the Authority. The applicant domestic industry has provided information on 
import data, estimated normal value and export prices on non-confidentia! basis 
and has claimed confidentiality on commercially sensitive information, such as 
evidence collected by them on the price of the product in the exporting country, 
their own sales and production data, as well as other injury information. However, 
indexed data in respect of most of the injury information has been provided on 
non-confidential basis. The information, which are by nature confidential or which 
have been provided on a confidential basis by the interested parties, alongwith 
non-confidential summary thereof, have been treated confidential. No other 
interested party has filed any substantial information on confidential basis. 

G. Dumping Determination 

20. The Authority has noted the arguments made by the applicants on the 
methodology and practices adopted by various Authorities in their Sunset 
Reviews and the relevant WTO jurisprudence on the subject. The Authority notes 
that this being a sunset review investigation it is required to look at the 
continuation and likelihood of recurrence of dumping in the event of withdrawal of 
duty. Therefore, the issue has been examined as follows: 

G.1 Continuation or recurrence of dumping 

21. No response has been received from any exporter of the subject goods 
from the subject country. Though one of the importers has stated that they have 
imported small quantity of the product from M/s Nantex Industry Co. Ltd. Chinese 
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Taipei, no evidence has been placed before the Authority by any interested party, 
including this importer about the normal value of the subject goods in the subject 
country. Therefore, the Authority has estimated the dumping margin on the basis 
of facts available. 

G.2 Normal Value 

22. The domestic industry has provided certain evidence of selling price of 
certain grades of low and medium NBR, in the domestic market of the exporting 
country. Comparison of grades, for which information has been provided, and the 
details of the grades indicated in the exporter’s product list, as supplied by the 
applicant, indicates that price information of about 3 grades of Medium NBR and 
two grades of High NBR. For the purpose of the determination of normal value, 
this information has been accepted as the best facts available with the Authority. 

23. As per the import data only two types of NBRs, i.e. Medium NBR and High 
NBR have been exported from the subject country to India during the POI. 
Therefore, for the purpose of normal value determination these two types have 
been considered as ‘like products’. Accordingly, weighted average normal values 
have been determined on facts available basis as US$****per MT for Medium 
NBR and US$****per MT for High NBR. 

G.3 Export Price 

24. The export price has been determined on the basis of DGCIS transaction 
data as best facts available. The weighted average CIF import prices reported in 
DGCIS transaction-wise data has been adjusted for the inland transport and 
ocean freight, insurance, handling and commission on facts available basis to 
arrive at ex-works price. Accordingly, net export price of NBR has been 
determined as US$ ****per MT for Medium NBR and US$*”**per MT for High 
NBR. 

G.4 Dumping Margin 

25. On the basis of the estimated normal value in the country of export and 
export price to India the current dumping margin works out as US$***‘ Per mt i.e. 
25% of the export price. 

G.5 Likelihood of continuation of dumping 

26. The examination of dumping during the POI indicates that the dumping 
margin in respect of the subject goods, exported from the subject country, is 
significant though the volumes are low. The interested parties have argued that 
there is a substantial change in the scenario after the POI due to several factors, 
including change in raw material prices and low availability of NBR from the 
subject country. They have argued that the NBR is supplied by the producers on 
allocation basis because of unavailability of the product in the world market due 
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to rationalization of the capacities world over in the recent past and therefore, the 
question of dumping does not arise in such a tight supply situation. 

27. The domestic industry has argued that the producers in the subject 
country have significant capacity, whereas demand in their home market is 
significantly lower. Quoting Worldwide Rubber statistics, 2004, published by 
International institute of Synthetic Rubber Producers Inc., the domestic has 
claimed that annual capacity of the producers in Chinese Taipei is about 24000 
MT per annum. After exporting about 16000MT of the product these producers 
have excess capacities to enable them dump the product in the Indian market 
once the duty is revoked. 

28. The Authority notes that market intelligence report submitted by the 
applicant indicates that at present M/s Nantex is the only producer of NBR in the 
subject country. The data submitted by the applicant shows that Chinese Taipei 
exports about 16000MT of the subject goods to the world market, whereas 
exports to India is about 300 MT per year, throughout the injury investigation 
period, accounting for about 2% of its total exports. However, the Authority notes 
that antidumping duty was in force against this country on fixed duty basis and 
therefore, volume and prices during this period may not be a very good indicator 
of likelihood of continuation of dumping. 

29. The interested parties have claim that in the changed market dynamics of 
the price structure and supply demand scenario there would not be any need for 
any producer to dump the goods in India. Though the likelihood test is required to 
take into account the changed market dynamics to examine whether there is a 
likelihood of continuation of dumping in the event of removal of duty, no credible 
evidence has been provided by any interested party in this respect. 

30. The Authority notes that the price difference between the home market 
sales of the producers in the subject country and their export price to India has 
remained significant, in spite of the duty being in force. The world trade data 
indicates that the export price of the subject goods to the world market, from the 
subject country has been higher than the export price to India for the comparable 
periods and the price difference has remained to be significant. 

31. Considering the above arguments and facts available, the Authority is of 
the view that in spite of the changed market dynamics it would be difficult to 
conclude that the price difference between the home market price and the export 
price to India would be completely eliminated and therefore, exports would likely 
to continue to enter the Indian market from the subject country at dumped prices 
in the event of revocation of the duty. 
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H. INJURY DETERMINATION 

32. The Authority notes that this being a sunset review of antidumping duty 
already in force, continuation of material injury to the domestic industry, as well 
as likelihood of continuation or recurrence of material injury, needs to be 
examined in the context of import of the subject goods from the subject country. 

H.1 Continuation of Injury 

33. The Authority notes the arguments of the domestic industry that injury and 
causal link determination is not mandatory in a sunset review investigation as 
has been held by the Appellate Body in its final report in the matter cited earlier. 
Hovyever, having established positive dumping margin for the subject goods 
exported from the subject country, during the injury investigation period, the 
Authority has also examined the injury, if any, suffered by the domestic industry 
during the same period. For the purpose of the injury examination the domestic 
industry constitutes the sole domestic producer and the petitioner company in the 
instant case. 

34. The Authority notes that NBR is being imported from a number of 
countries, including the countries/territories under parallel investigation. The 
Authority also notes that definitive antidumping duty is in force against Japan, 
Korea RP, Germany and provisional duty is in force against imports from the 
European Union, Brazil and Mexico. 

H.2 Material Injury 

H.2.1 Views of the interested parties 

35. |The interested parties have argued that after imposition of antidumping duty 
agairfist several countries there is a considerable improvement in the 
production/productivity and capacity utilization of the petitioner and therefore, 
there is no material injury caused to them. 

H.2.2 Views of the Domestic Industry 

36. The domestic industry has argued that in spite of antidumping duty 
protection against imports from Japan, Chinese Taipei, Germany and Korea RP, 
the domestic industry has suffered continued injury on account of the dumped 
imports from several sources. They have argued that though the antidumping 
duty protection against the above countries has helped them to improve their 
performance marginally, due to dumping from new sources and intensified 
dumping from the certain countries attracting duty they have not been able to 
benefit much out of it, and continue to suffer material injury. They have further 
submitted that in spite of improvement in its productivity, volume of output, and 
reduction in cost of production through various cost-cutting measures, they have 
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failed to realize remunerative prices to recover their cost, due to continued 
dumping from various sources. 

37. The domestic industry has further argued that the parameters listed in 
Article 3.4 are neither exhaustive nor one or several of these factors necessarily 
can give decisive guidance. It is, therefore, not necessary that every injury 
parameter must reflect injury to the domestic industry. Quoting several decisions 
of the European Commission the domestic industry has argued that as per EC 
practice deterioration in performance of the domestic industry after improvement 
means deterioration, even if POI parameters are better than the base year 
parameters. They have argued that even when some parameters improved; it 
was held by the EC that the Community industry suffered material injury. 

H.2.3 Examination by the Authority 

38. The Authority has taken note of various arguments raised by various 
parties with regard to the material injury to the domestic industry. The Authority 
also notes that antidumping duty is in force against Japan, Korea and Germany, 
in addition to the subject country and reviews against Korea, Germany has 
confirmed continued dumping and injury from these countries. In its final 
determination in respect of European Union, Brazil and Mexico, the Authority has 
determined that the imports from these countries are also at dumped prices. 
Therefore, for the purpose of injury and causal link analysis, the imports from 
these countries also have been treated as dumped imports. 

39. Article 3.1 of the ADA and Annexure II of the AD Rules provide for an 
objective examination of both, (a) the volume of dumped imports and the effect of 
the dumped imports on prices in the domestic market for the like products; and 
(b) the consequent impact of these imports on domestic producers of such 
products, with regard to the volume effect of the dumped imports. The authorities 
are required to examine whether there has been a significant increase in imports, 
either in absolute term or relative to production or consumption in the importing 
member. With regard to the price effect of the dumped imports, the authorities 
are required to examine whether there has been significant price undercutting by 
the dumped imports as compared to the price of the like product in the importing 
country, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a 
significant degree, or prevent price increase, which would have otherwise 
occurred to a significant degree. 

40. For the purpose of injury analysis the Authority has examined the volume 
and price effects of dumped imports of the subject goods from the subject 
country on the domestic industry and its effect on the prices and profitability to 
examine the existence of injury and causal links between the dumping and injury, 
if any. 
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(A) VOLUME EFFECT: Volume Effect of dumped imports and Impact on 
domestic Industry 

41. The effects of the volume of dumped imports from the subject country, as 
well as dumped imports from other countries have been examined as follows: 

i) Import Volumes and share of subject country: 

42. For the purpose of injury determination, the Authority examined the 
DGCI&S transaction-wise data as well as PPR data submitted by the Applicant. 
However, written submission of one of the importer shows higher Import volumes 
from the subject country compared to the volume reflected in DGCIS and PPR. 
The applicant also submitted data based on world trade atlas, which showed 
higher volumes of exports of the product involved from the subject country to 
India. Therefore, the Chinese Taipei Authorities were requested to provide inputs 
and confirm the trade statistics submitted by the applicant from secondary 
sources. Taipei Authorities have submitted their Customs data, which 
approximately corresponds to the world trade atlas data, submitted by the 
applicant and the importer in their submissions. 


Country 

Quantity in MT 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

wmEmm 

Chinese Taipei 

301.25 

340.22 

297.71 

303.86 

Trend 

100.00 

112.94 

98.83 

100.87 

Countries under investigation 
(E(J, Brazil, Mexico) 

Others With AD Duty 

633.16 

847.06 

1708.51 

2343.49 

2278.75 

2516.78 

2812.29 

3844.14 

Others 

0 

117.93 

216.95 

200.02 

Total 

3213.16 

3821.99 

5035.46 

6691.51 

Trend 

100 

119 

157 

208 

Share of Taipei in total imports 

9% 

9% 

6% 

5% 


43. While total imports have increased by about 108% compared to the base 
year the import from the subject country has remained more or less constant and 
its share in total imports of the subject goods has dropped by 4% compared to 
the base year. 

44. The volume of imports has also been analyzed with respect to the growth 
in demand and market shares. 

_________ Qty in MT 




2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

Total Imports 

3213 

3822 

5035 

6692 

Trend 

100 

119 

157 

208 

! 

Domestic sales 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Indexed 

100 

114 

118 

133 
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Captive consumption 

**** 

.... 

**** 

**** 

Indexed 

100 

80 

98 

101 

Demand 

•*** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Indexed 

100 

114 

131 

159_ 


45. The above data Indicates a healthy growth in demand for the subject 
goods in the domestic market. Whereas total demand of the product shows a 
growth of 59% over the base year, the import from the subject country has 
remained more or less same during the injury investigation period. 

ii) Demand, Output and Market shares 


a) Production of the Domestic industry 


Quan tity in M T 


Capacity & Production 



■—i 

* 



2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

INSTALLED CAPACITY 


8,350 

8,800 

L_M90_ 

Indexed 

100 

134 

141 

r 141 

TOTAL PRODUCTION 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Indexed 

100 

130 

130 

149 

CAPACITY UTILIZATION - % 

■ **** 



**** 

Indexed 

100 



106 


46. The Authority notes that the capacity addition in the year 2001-02 and 
thereafter, are mainly by way of de-bottlenecking in the existing capacity in 
response to healthy demand scenario for the product in the domestic market. 
The data also shows domestic industry has improved its production compared to 
the base year. The capacity utilization has also improved. 

b) Sales of Domestic Industry 


Quantity in MT 


Particulars 

2000-01 

2001-02 


»sy!agnj.iM 

Opening Stock 


**** 

*»** 


**** 

Indexed 

100 

42 

145 

136 

Production (NBR Bale) 

**** 

#*** 

**** 


Indexed 

100 

123 

121 ; 137 

Domestic sales 


. 


Indexed 

100 

. 

114 


Export sales 

**** 

**** 

**** ; **** 

Indexed 

100 

136 

138 

179. 

Captive Consumption 

***♦ 

**** 

**+* 

**** 

Indexed 

100 

80 

L_ 98 J 

101 

Closing Stock 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Indexed 

100 

341 

315 

354 
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47. The data above shows that the production increased by about 37% 
compared to the base year and 16% compared to the previous year and the 
ddmestic sales has increased by 33% and 15% during the corresponding 
periods. The data also shows substantial rise in inventory as the closing stocks 
have increased by 254%. Major increase in the sales is in the export segment 
though the volume is low. 


b) Demand and Market Share 


MT 


Particulars 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

Import from Subject Country 

301.25 

340.22 

297.71 

303.86 

Indexed 

100 

112 

111 

101 

Import from Other Countries 

2911.91 

3481.77 

4737.75 

6387.65 

Indexed 

100 

119.57 

162.70 

219.36 

Tdtal Imports 

3209.71 

3818.60 

5029.23 

6692.07 

Trend 

100 

126 

166 

208 

Tptal Domestic Sales 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Indexed 

100 

114 

118 

133 

Captive Consumption 


**** 

**** 

**** 

Total Domestic Demand 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Trend 

100 

114 

131 

159 

Share in Demand (Indexed) 





Domestic Industry 

100 

101 

90 

83 

Subject Country 

100 

99 • 

75 

63 

Others 

100 

105 

124 

138 

Cdptive Consumption 

100 

71 

74 i 

64 

Total share of imports in 

Depiand 

100 

105 

119 

131 


48. While domestic demand of the product under consideration has increased 
by about 59% from the base year, the share of the domestic industry in the total 
derfiand has declined from 54% to 45% during the same period. At the same 
time the share of the dumped imports from the subject country ha$ also declined 
from 3.58% to 2.26%, while share of imports from other sources, including 
dumped imports from countries attracting duty has significantly increased by 
about 13%. 

(B) Price Effect of the Dumped imports on the Domestic Industry 

49. The impact on the prices of the domestic industry on account of the 
dumped imports from the subject country has been examined with reference to 
the price undercutting, price underselling, price suppression and price 
depression, if any. For the purpose of this analysis the weighted average cost of 
production, weighted average Net Sales Realization (NSR) and the Non-injurious 
Price (NIP) of the Domestic industry (worked out after normating the costing 
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information of the Domestic Industry) have been compared with the landed cost 
of imports from the subject countries. 

(i) Price undercutting and underselling effects 


Particulars 


ESSRI 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

Cost of Sales 

Rs./MT 

itk-kit 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

85.73 

90.59 

90.96 

Selling Price 

Rs./MT 

**** 


**** 

**#* 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

99 

92 

96 _ 

Landed value 






Subject country 

Rs/MT 

78980 

84420 

84200 

75130 

Indexed 


i00 

106.89 

106.61 

92.38 

| 1 

Rs/MT 

6288 

6288 

6288 

6288 

AD Duty paid 
Landed Value 

Rs/MT 

85268 

90708 

90488 

81418 

Price Undercutting 






subject country 
Without ADD 

Rs/MT 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 


% 




Oto 10% 

NIP 

Rs/MT 




**«* 

Price Underselling 







Rs/MT 




**** 

.BSBI 

% 




5 to 15% 


50. The selling price (net sales realization) of the domestic industry shows 
significant decline compared to the base year though the cost of sales after 
showing decline in 2001-02, has shown an increasing trend. At the same time the 
landed value of imports from the subject countries shows significant decline over 
the base year. 

51. Price undercutting effect of dumped imports from the subject country has 
been determined by comparing the weighted average landed value of dumped 
imports from the subject country over the entire period of investigation with the 
weighted average net sales realization of the domestic industry for the same 
period. For this purpose landed value of imports has been calculated by adding 
1% handling charge and applicable basic customs duty to the CIF value of 
imports from the subject country. 

52. In determining the net sales realization of the domestic industry, the 
rebates, discounts and commissions offered by the domestic industry and the 
central excise duty paid have been rebated. 

53. For the purpose of price underselling determination, the weighted average 
landed prices of imports from subject countries/territories have been compared 
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with the Non-injurious selling price of the domestic industry determined for the 
POI. 

54. The Authority notes that Imports from the subject country have been 
significantly below the net sales realization of the domestic industry as well as 
the non-injurious price estimated for the domestic industry thus resulting in 
significant price undercutting and underselling. However, the antidumping duty 
paid landed value of the subject goods imported from the subject country 
indicates negative price undercutting effect. The Authority also notes that the 
domestic selling price of the domestic industry has declined significantly during 
the injury period indicating significant price depression in response to dumped 
imports from various sources including the subject country. Therefore, price¬ 
undercutting analysis may not provide a proper indication of the price effects of 
dumped import from the subject country. 

(ii) Price suppression and depression effects of the dumped imports: 

55 The Authority notes that though the volume as well as share of the 
dumped import from the subject country is too small to significantly depress or 
suppress the prices of the domestic industry, decline in domestic selling prices 
during the injury period is significant in response to dumped imports from several 
sources including the subject country. 

H.4 Examination of other Injury Parameters 

56. After having examined the effect of dumped imports on the volumes and 
prices of the domestic industry and major injury indicators like volume and value 
of Imports, capacity, output, capacity utilization and sales of the domestic 
industry as well as demand pattern with market shares of various segments other 
economic parameters which could indicate existence of injury to the domestic 
industry have been analysed by the Authority as follows: 

i) Actual and potential effect on productivity 


Particulars 

Unit 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 (POI) 

Productivity 

Per Employee 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Indexed 


100.00 

124.18 

124.35 

145.99 

Productivity 

MT/Day 

**** 

*#** 

**** 

**** 

Indexed 


100 

123.21 

120.54 

136.89 


57. Productivity of the domestic industry, measured in terms of its labour 
productivity of the output and daily output has improved substantially. 

ii) Profits and actual and potential effects on the cash flow 

58. Total revenue and cash flow of the domestic industry from its domestic 
operations shows marginal improvement due to increase in domestic sales.. 
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However, after improving its profitability during the year 2001-02, the profitability 
of the domestic industry has declined and it continues to suffer loss during the 
POI due to declining per unit realization. 


Particulars 

Unit 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

Profits 






Cost of Sales 

Rs./MT 

***4 

**** 

, **** 

**** 

Indexed 


100 

85.73 

90.60 

90.96 

Sellinq Price 

Rs./MT 

**44 

4444 

44 ** 

** 4 * 

Indexed 


100 

98.85 

92.47 

95^58 

Profit/ Loss 

Rs./MT 

mmm 

* 4*4 


^ 4 * 44 ) 

Indexed 

1 

mnmm 

48.49 

(71.45) 

(43.64) ’ 

Total Profit/Loss 
on Domestic Sales 

Rs. Lacs 

■HH 

4*44 

r~) 

mm 

Indexed 


■BEH 

55.46 

(84.58) 

(58.04) 

Depreciation 

Rs. Lacs 

4 *** 

**44 

* 44 * 

**** 

Indexed 


100 

100.09 

96.49 

98.37 

Cash Profit/Loss 
from NBR 

— 

Rs. Lacs 

mfisM 

* 44 * 

mam 

**** 

Indexed 

n 

HBEm 

325.69 

mm&m 

12.01 


iii) Employment and wages 

59. The employment level has declined marginally. But the expenses on 
account of salary and wages have increased by about 20%. However, increase 
in the expenses towards salary and wage is in tandem with the increase in 
production during the comparable periods. Therefore, this factor does not 
indicate injury to the domestic industry. 


Particulars 

Unit 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

Employment 






No. of Employee 

Nos. 

-* 4 ** 

4*44 

4**4 

*444 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

104.51 

104.51 

102.26 

Wages 

Rs Lacs 

* 4 ** 

*444 

4444 

444 * 

Trend 


100 

107.94 

113.79 

120.15 

Wage per 

Employee 

Rs. Lacs 

44 4 4 

444 * 

444 * 

4444 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

103.28 

108.88 

117.50 


iv) Return on investment and ability to raise capital 

60. The financial performance of the domestic industry has also been 
analysed in terms of its cash profits and return on investment. The interested 
parties have argued that the overall performance of the company has improved. 
However, the Authority notes that though the overall performance of the 
Company is good its profit from its NBR operation has shown deteriorating 
performance after showing a profit in 2001 02, The return on capital employed by 
the domestic industry shows deterioration after improving in 2001-02. 
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Rs in Lacs 


Particulars 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

POI 

Capital Employed - NFA + 
Working Capital 

**** 

__ _ _ 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Indexed 

100.00 

96.33 

101.84 

100.52 

Profit 


**** 

/****\ 

■SH 

indexed 

WBsmSM 

55.46 



Interest 

**** 

**** 


**** 

Indexed 

100.00 

120.79 

106.48 

75.78 

PBIT 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Indexed 

100.00 

445.27 

146.79 


Returh on Capital 

Employed - NFA + Working 
papit^l 


***# 


**** 

Indexed 

100 

462.23 

144.14 

107.86 


v) Investment 

61. The Authority notes that domestic industry raised its capacity from 6250 
MT to 8800 MT by de-bottlenecking the existing capacity with a capital 
investment of about **** Crores. There has been no further fresh investment by 
the domestic industry during the investigation period and there are no plans for 
further investment as submitted by them. 

vi) Magnitude of Dumping 

62. Estimated margin of dumping from the subject country during the POI is 
significant. 

yii) Factors affecting prices 

63. The Authority notes that there is a significant rise in the prices of the 
principal raw materials in the world market affecting the cost of production of the 
subject goods for the domestic industry over the injury period after significant 
decline in 2000-01. In spite of a marginal increase in the net sales realization of 
the domestic industry in the POI sales realization of the domestic industry does 
not reoover the full cost to make and sale. 

64. The Authority also notes that there is no viable substitute to this product 
end M/s Apar Industry is the sole producer of the subject good in India. 
T. before, domestic competition does not affect the prices. 

6b. The Authority notes that dumped imports of subject good is entering the 
Indian market from several countries, including the subject country, and 
investigation is in progress against several countries, including the members of 
the European Union, Brazil and Mexico. Volume of imports from these countries 
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is significant and during the period under investigation the imports from these 
sources seem to have significant price suppression and depression effect on the 
prices of the domestic industry. 


viii) Inventories 


Particulars 

Unit 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

Inventories - at the 
end of period 

MT 

+**★ 



★ I 

Indexed 


100 

341 

315 

213 



**** 


**** 

★★★★ 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

278.02 

263.87 

259.33 • 


66. The inventory data of the domestic industry indicates significant inventory 
built up and inability of the domestic industry to off-load its product in the 
domestic market. 

H.5 Other Known factors and Causal Link 

67. The Interested parties have argued that the dumped imports are not 
responsible for the injury, if any, caused to the domestic industry. They have 
argued that injury, if any, is due to inefficiency and uneconomical plant size of the 
domestic industry and cannot be attributed to the dumped imports from the 
subject countries/territories. They have further argued that due to its limited 
capacity the applicant is unable to meet the requirement of the domestic 
demand. The user industry has argued that the scenario of costs and prices have 
completely changed in the past one year. While the availability is scares and 
material is supplied on allocation basis dumping is irrelevant because the prices 
have been continuously moving upwards. 

68. The domestic industry has argued that the volume of dumped imports 
from the subject country has remained more or less same from the base year 
and constitutes about 2 26% of the total domestic demand, in spite of the fact 
that antidumping duty is in force against this product from the said country. 
Therefore, in a situation where the exporter continues to export a significant 
volume, in spite of the antidumping duty, it would follow that the volume would at 
best increase with the revocation of the duty. The domestic industry has further 
argued that this being a sunset review, the standards for examination of volume 
effects and causality are different. They have argued that even when the volume 
of import has been zero, antidumping duties have been extended by other 
countries and in certain jurisdictions a market share of 1% have been found to be 
significant to cause injury to the domestic industry. Therefore, market share of 2. 
26% cannot be ignored as insignificant for causing injury. 
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69. In this connection attention has been drawn to several Panel and 
Appellate body decisions on the standards of review and applicability or Article 3 
(including Article 3.5: causal links) examination in a sunset review. It has bee 
argued that in the United States - Sunset Review of Antidumping Measure on Oil 
Country Tubular Goods from Argentina, the Appellate Body upheld the Panel 
finding in the same matter that the obligation set out in Article 3 of ADA does not 
apply to likelihood-of-injury determination in sunset review. The Appellate Body 
also held that the ADA does not preclude the investigating authorities from 
cumulating the effects of likely dumped imports in the course of likelihood-of- 
Injury determination. It also held that the conditions of Article 3.3 of ADA do not 
apply in the context of sunset review 

70. Not withstanding the above arguments and the accepted view of the 
Appellate Body that injury and causal link examination under Article 3 of ADA is 
not a mandated requirement in a sunset review; the Authority has examined the 
current injury and causal link between the current injury and dumped imports 
from the subject country as well as likelihood-of-injury simultaneously. In this 
regard the following indicative factors as laid down in the Rules have been 
examined. 

i) Volume and prices of imports from other sources 

71. Article 3.5 mandates examination of volume and value of imports not sold 
at dumped prices as a factor for non-attribution analysis. The Authority notes that 
during the POI, other than the subject country, imports have taken place from 
several other countries including Japan, Korea, European Union, Brazil and 
Mexico. Volume of the subject goods entering the Indian market at un-dumped 
prices is insignificant as the dumped imports from all sources account for less 
than 3% of total imports. While some countries including, Japan and Korea were 
attracting antidumping duty during the POI, imports were also entering from other 
countries named above in significant quantities. Imports from these sources have 
also been found to be at dumped prices and significantly undercutting the 
domestic industry. 

ii) Contraction in demand and / or change in pattern of consumption 

72. Total domestic demand of the product under consideration, has shown a 
very significant increase by about 59% during the period of investigation 
compared to the base year. There is no significant change in consumption 
pattern of the product in the domestic market, which can be attributed to the 
injury to the domestic industry. 

iii) Trade restrictive practices of and competition between the foreign 
and domestic producers 

73 . The interested parties have argued that the sole domestic producer is 
trying to create a monopoly market by blocking competition through imposition of 
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antidumping duty. The Authority notes that the subject goods are freely 
importable and there are no trade restrictive practices in the domestic market. 
M/s Apar Industries Ltd. is the sole producer of the subject goods in the country. 
There is no restriction on fair trade in the country and imports of the subject 
goods take place from several countries and compete with the domestic 
producer. However, major portion of the imports from several sources have either 
been determined as dumped imports or are under investigation for allegation of 
dumping. 


iv) Development of technology and export performance 

74. The interested parties have argued that the inefficient plant size of the 
domestic industry is one of the causes of injury suffered by it. The production 
facilities of the cooperating foreign producer in different countries were verified by 
the Authority during various investigations and it was seen that the producers 
apply similar production technology. In fact most of the producers in the world 
use the technology developed by technology leaders like Goodyear. The 
capacities and volume of production of some of these producers are not very 
different from the capacity of the domestic producer in India. Therefore, the 
argument of inefficient capacity or development of technology or inefficient 
method of production of the domestic industry cannot be treated as a cause of 
injury to the domestic industry. 

75. The Authority notes that the domestic industry has very small export 
turnover of the product under consideration though it shows steady growth during 
the investigation period. Therefore, export performance of the domestic industry 
is very insignificant and does not affect the domestic industry’s performance very 
significantly. Therefore, export performance cannot be attributed as a reason of 
injury suffered by the domestic industry. 


v) Productivity of the Domestic Industry 

76. Productivity of the domestic industry in terms of labour output and daily 
output has shown substantial improvement. Therefore, productivity is not a 
factor, which can be attributed to the injury of the domestic industry. In fact 
domestic industry has tried to reduce its losses in its domestic operation through 
improvement in productivity. 


|. Likelihood of continuation or recurrence of Injury 
1.1 Views of the domestic industry 

77. The domestic industry has argued that injury to the domestic industry is 
required to be examined in the context of the requirements under sunset review 
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and not as per the factors (aid down for a threat analysis. They have inter alia 
argged 

• That the domestic industry is already suffering injury as a result of dumped 
imports from a number of countries including the subject country; 

• That imports from the subject country are still undercutting the domestic 
prices and should the present duties be revoked, the extent of price 
undercutting would increase; 

• That volume of dumped imports from the subject country would increase 
considerably; 

• That the production capacity in the subject country is significantly higher 
than their domestic demand and there is significant unutilized capacity in 
the subject country; 

• That export from the subject country has declined in last 2-4 years, which 
implies that the moment antidumping duty is revoked large shipments are 
imminent as there is a significant over-capacity in the subject country and 
there is a threat that a significant portion of the unused capacity would be 
used to flood Indian market; 

• That removal of present duty would result in further price depression and 
further erosion of the profitability of the domestic industry; 

• That the present duty is insufficient to remove the injury to the domestic 
industry; 

• That the producers and exporters from the subject country are dumping 
the subject goods in other countries also at similar prices. In fact the price 
at which the goods are exported to other countries is lower than the price 
at which it is being exported to India. Therefore, India remains an 
attractive market for the exporters in the subject country and dumping in 
Indian market would intensify if the duty is revoked; 

• That the market share of dumped goods from the subject country has 
declined because of the duty in force, which has restricted the dumped 
imports to India; 

• That the price at which the material is being exported cannot permit 
recovery of cost of production of any producer world over; 

78. In summary the domestic industry has argued that the domestic industry 
continues to suffer material injury due to dumped imports from various sources, 
including the subject country, and there is a strong likelihood that injury would 
continue or recur, if the duty is revoked. 

79. In its post disclosure comments the domestic industry has further argued 
that that the likelihood test for injury should be based on the actual and potential 
effects of the dumped imports on various parameters and not based on the threat 
parameters as has been proposed by the Authority. They have argued that it 
requires an examination of a potential situation when the duties are not in force 
with reference to the parameters relating to export activities of the exporters in 
the subject country, in various markets in the world, vulnerability of the domestic 
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industry, market share of the foreign producers with the existing measures, etc. 
They have further argued that the exporters in Taiwan are not exporting higher 
volumes only because of the existing ADD and once the same is withdrawn there 
is every likelihood that the volumes would go up. Further, continuation of 
dumping from the subject country clearly established that dumping is likely to 
continue and rather intensify in the event of withdrawal of duty and would result 
in increase in price undercutting. 

80. It has been further argued that the production capacity of the exporters in 
Taiwan is significantly higher than their demand. In addition to this capacity the 
fact that the exporter from Taiwan is setting up a huge plant in China clearly 
implies that its exports to one of its major market, i.e. China would reduce. In 
such a scenario the exporter would be faced with a huge unutilized capacity, 
which would find its place in the Indian market. It has also been argued that 
Taiwan exports large quantities of this product to Hong Kong, which does not 
have significant domestic consumption of the same. Therefore, this product is 
likely to be transshipped from Hong Kong. 

1.2 Views of the interested parties 

81. The importers and other interested parties have argued that due to 
rationalization of capacities world over, there is a supply constraint and the goods 
are now supplied by the foreign producers only on allocation basis. Therefore, in 
the changed scenario of demand and supply, and in a sellers market of this 
nature, there is hardly any possibility of dumping to occur. The interested parties 
have argued that very small quantities have been imported from Chinese Taipei 
during the POI, only for very specific niche production. They have argued that the 
post POI price developments should also be taken into consideration, as the 
current prices have gone up significantly in the world market due to increase in 
petroleum based raw material prices. Therefore, continuation of duty on the 
subject country is not warranted. 

1.3 Examination by the* Authority 

82. The domestic industry has argued that the requirement under sunset 
review is to examine whether revocation of anti dumping duty is likely to lead to 
continuance or recurrence of injury to the domestic industry and therefore, any 
examination based on the factors listed for a threat analysis would be flawed. 
While the arguments of the domestic industry is valid to the extent that any 
likelihood test should not be based only on a threat perception alone as there are 
several factors which could be unique to a situation to be examined to find what 
may happen in the event of withdrawal of the duty. Therefore, all such factors 
brought to the notice of the Authority, have been examined, to find if there is a 
likelihood of continuation of injury in the event of withdrawal of the duty: In this 
connection following factors have been examined: 
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(a) Rate of increase of dumped imports from the subject country as well 
as other sources:: 


Quantity in MT. 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

■Bi 

Chinese Taipei 

301.25 

340.22 

297.71 

303.86 

Tr*nd 

100.00 

112.94 

98.83 

100.87 

Total Imports 

3213.16 

3821.99 

5035.46 

6691.51 

Trend 

100 

119 

157 

208 


83. It is observed that the dumped imports from the subject country have 
remained almost constant at 300 MT per annum during the period for which duty 
was in force, while total imports have more than doubled during the same period. 
The price ranges of the imports from various sources do not indicate a very wide 
variation. The composition of imports also indicate that in spite of antidumping 
duty being in force against certain countries like Korea RP there is a significant 
rise in the volume of dumped imports during the same period, whereas dumped 
imports from the subject country has remained almost static indicating thereby 
that the duty has not affected a segment of the market which continues to import, 
while other segments of the market might have stopped importing the goods from 
the subject country due to the duty in force. Therefore, in the event of withdrawal 
of duty the volume of dumped imports is likely to go up. 

(b) Disposable capacity and potential exports to India 

84. Worldwide Rubber Statistics 2004, (International Institute of Synthetic 
Rubber Producers Inc.) and Chemicals Economics Handbook indicate total 
production capacity of Nitrile - Solid Rubber in Chinese Taipei as 16000 MT 
(24d00MT of Latex). As per Chemicals Economics Handbook (CEH), Chinese 
Taipei imports about 9500 MTs, and exports about 16000 MTs of Solid Nitrile 
Rubber per annum. The excess capacity mostly caters to exports to various 
countries. 

85. World Trade Atlas data indicates that major importers of Nitrile Rubber 
from this country are China PR, Hong Kong, USA and Japan, accounting for 
abo^t 85% of total exports from Chinese Taipei. India accounts for less than 2% 
of tdtal exports of the subject goods from this country. . It is clear that the 
production capacity of the exporters in Taiwan is significantly higher than their 
domestic demand. 

86. It has been brought to the notice of the Authority that the Chinese Taipei 
producer is setting up a huge plant in China implying that its exports to one of its 
major market, i.e. China would reduce. In such a scenario the exporter would be 
faced with a huge unutilized capacity, which would find its place in the Indian 
market. It has also been noted that Taiwan exports large quantities of this 
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product to Hong Kong, which does not have significant domestic consumption of 
the same. Therefore, this product is also likely to be transshipped from Hong 
Kong to other countries, including India. 

(c) Potential effect on prices: 

87. The world trade atlas data showing the price trend of this product indicates 
that while the average export price of the subject goods from Chinese Taipei to 
the world market is about US$1.30 per Kg the export price to India is about 
US$1.24 per MT. At the sane time antidumping duty paid landed value of the 
imports from the subject country are marginally above the net sales realization of 
the domestic industry, indicating that the current prices, at which the goods from 
the subject country are entering the Indian market, have only marginal negative 
price effect on the domestic prices. However, the Authority notes that dumped 
imports from all dumped sources have significant price depression effects on the 
domestic industry. Therefore, in the event of withdrawal of duty the landed value 
of imports from the subject country is likely to have significant price effect on the 
domestic industry resulting in further loss to the domestic industry. 

88. In view of the above the Authority is of the view that arguments of the 
domestic industry on the likelihood of continuation of dumping and injury has 
considerable force, though the interested parties have argued that the imports 
from Chinese Taipei caters to a niche market and would not affect the domestic 
industry even if the duties are revoked. Drop in prices of the subject goods during 
the POI, in comparison to the previous years, also indicate that there is potential 
price effect of the imports from this country once the duties are revoked. Export 
orientation of the exporters from the subject country is also evident from the total 
export fig ures of that country. 

89. In view of the above the Authority is of the view that dumping and injury is 
likely to continue or recur if the duties are revoked. 

J. Determination of Non-injurious Price and injury margin 

90. In their post disclosure submission the domestic industry has raised 
several issues regarding computation of Non-injurious price for the domestic 
industry and comparison of the same with the landed value for the purpose of 
injury margin determination. The issues raised have been examined by the 
Authority and the Non-injurious Price for the subject goods has been worked out 
taking into account the arguments raised and after a detailed analysis and 
scrutiny of information provided by the domestic industry in respect of its cost of 
production. Weighted average Non-injurious price for the domestic industry has 
been determined by the Authority as Rs****/-per MT. 
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91. The non-injurious price determined by the Authority has been compared 
with the landed value of the exports from the subject country for determination of 
injury margin and the injury margins have been estimated as follows: 



Landed 

Value 

NIP | 


Injury Margin 

1 Range 

Chinese Taipei 

***** 

1 ***** 

1 ***** 

$ to 15% 


K. Conclusions 

92. On the basis of the above examination of the current level of dumping, 
injury, causal links and likelihood of continuation of dumping and injury the 
Authority concludes that 

1. The subject goods are continuing to enter the Indian market from the 
subject country at dumped prices; 

2. The domestic industry is suffering material injury due to the dumped 
imports; 

3. Dumping of the subject goods from the subject country and injury to 
the domestic industry is likely to continue if the duties are withdrawn. 

M. RECOMMENDATIONS 

93. In view of positive determination of likelihood of continuation of dumping 
and injury on account of imports from the subject country, the Authority is of the 
opinidn that continuation of the measure is required against imports from the said 
country. Considering the current level of dumping from the subject country and 
injury suffered by the domestic industry, the Authority is of the opinion that the 
measure in force needs to be revised. Therefore, Authority considers it 
necessary and recommends anti-dumping duty on imports of subject goods from 
Chinese Taipei in the form and manner described hereunder. 

94. Having regard to the lesser duty rule followed by the Authority, the 
Authority recommends imposition of definitive anti-dumping duty equal to the 
margin of dumping or margin of injury, whichever is lesser, so as to offset the 
injury caused to the domestic industry. Considering that the duty in the original 
investigation was imposed on fixed duty basis the Authority recommends 
continuation of definitive antidumping duty, on all imports of subject goods 
originating in or exported from Chinese Taipei as indicated in Col 9 of the table 
below. 
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Duty Table 


SI. 

No 

r Sub 
Heading 
or Tariff 
Item 

Descripti 
on of 
Goods 

Spec 

iificat 

ion 

Country of 
origin 

Country of 
Export 

Producer 

Exporter 

Duty 

Amou 

nt 

Unit 

of 

Meas 

ure 

Curr 

ency 

nn 

(2) 

(3) 


(5) 

(61 

(?) 


mum 

Hun 

nln 

i 

4002.59 

Acrylonitrile 

Butadine 

Rubber 

(NBR) 

Nil 

Chinese 

Taipei 

Chinese 

Taipei 

Any 

Any 

187.90 

Ml 

us$ 

2 

4002.59 

Acrylonitrile 

Butadine 

Rubber 

(NBR) 

Nil 

Chinese 

Taipei 

Any 

(Other than 
countries 
covered in 
earlier 
notifications) 

Any 

Any 

187.90 

Ml 

us$ 

3 

_ 

4002.59 

Acrylonitrile 

Butadine 

Rubber 

(NBR) 

Nil 

.. 

Any 

(Other than 
countries 
covered in 
earlier 
notifications) 

Chinese 

Taipei 

. 

Any 

Any 

_ 

187.9CP 

Ml 

us$ 


N. Further Procedures 

95. An appeal against the order of the Central Government arising out of this 
determination shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service tax Appellate 
Tribunal in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Act. 

96. The Authority may review the need for continuation, modification or 
termination of the definitive measure as recommended herein from time to time 
as per the relevant provisions of the Act and public notices issued in this respect 
from time to time. No request for such a review shall be entertained by the 
Authority unless the same is filed by an interested party within the time schedules 
stipulated for this purpose. 


CHRISTY L. FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 
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